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PREFACE. 

William Vans having been appointed by 
I George Washington, President of the United 
States, Consul at France in 1794, where he 
resided until January, 1799; then returned to 
America. On leaving France, he lent^ and 
placed in trusty with John & Richard Codman, 
merchants at Paris, 45,41 5[livres rents per year, 
I called Tier Consolide, or French government 
5 per cent, stock, that amounted, in 1827, to 
450,000 silver dollars. They were condemn* 
€d to pay him at different courts in France, 
with the allegations made by Stephen Cod- 
man, Executor, and heirs, for not paying this 
debt ; also letters from John Lowell, Esq. bro- 
ther to Mrs. Codman, and the Rev. John Cod- 
man, with assertions made by R. G. Amory, 
Esq. These papers and letters show the dti- 
plidty, deception^ and frauds practised by this 
It family, to cheat me of my property. There 
1^ is also a judgment rendered tkX the Court of 
[ Appeal in Paris, containing ^i?e quires of pa- 
|C per. Extract J as follows: 
Ij " Considering John '& Richard Codman are 
copartners, by an act made at Boston in 1791^ 
that has never been dissolved^ the court con- 
demns them, jointly and severally, for making 
fraudulent acts to cheat their true and lawful 
creditors, to pay Vans 46,415 livres rents per 
year," that amounts in 1827, to upwards of 
:8f 460,000. This judgment, R. G. Amory, bro* 
' ther and lawyer to Mrs. Codman, with the fa- 
^"mily, have seen, aud know to be true. 
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His Excellency the Governor^ Honourable Sen- 
atCj and Jaouse of Representatives in Mas- 
sdchusetts. 

Gentlemen, 

Inscribing this book is to invite your 
attention to a narrative of facts, suggest for 
your consideration altering the law of Limitar 
tions. This law, as it now stands, enables ex- 
ecutors and administrators, whose duplicity of 
character is notorious^ in open violation of afl 
honourable principles, to retain property by 
pretending ignorance of debt. The present 
law permits them to do. Has reduced 
me to mendicity. My claims have beeu 
judged at the courts in France, where the 
debt originated. I hold myself ready to 
prove them in a Court of Justice in Massa- 
chusetts, before a Jury of my fellow citizens. 
The law may not always do justice, but a stig- 
ma will be fixed on thii transaction by public 
opinion, that will not be appealed to in vain. 
I am respectfully, your 

Excellency's and honourable 
Legislature's obedient servant, 

William Vans. 



A febe ivitness wjll not go unpanished, he that speaketh 
lies atkdJl perish. Proverbs rf Solomon. 



A ROBBER, who takeB my purse, the law 
condemns — killing thift robber is justifiable ho- 
micide. Shakespeare says, "You take my 
life when you do take the ndeans whereby I 
live ;^^ and Chief Justice Parsons said in Uie 
criminal process of Austin and Selfridge, it 
was justifiable homicide. These observations 
are in consequence of fraud made on my pro- 
perty by John & Richard Codman, who took it 
nil. Their heirs, Widow Codman, Charles R. 
Codmaa, and Doctor Codman, of Dorchester, 
Ide^ to justify keeping it all. 

In the year 1794 I arrived in France with 
large quantities of merchandise, that was soM 
to the French government, and others. Wait- 
ing for payment at and near Paris, living on 
one of my estates, Richard Codman, of the 
house of John & Richard Codman, merchants 
in Paris, called on me in December, 1798, re- 
quested the loan of certain rents called Tigr 
Consolide, or French government 6 per cent, 
stock. These funds I told him belonged to 
Mrs. Vans, presumed she would Ifnd tiiem — 
did lend him 8,415 Uvres rents per year. Tier 
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Consolide. We then conversed on different 
subjects, when Richard Codman said, Mr. 
Vans, can any thing be done on speculation. 
I replied all my property was locked up in 
notes of hand, real estates^ and public fandsy 
had no cash at command, but presumed, if I 
had funds in America, something might be 
done ; Mr. Codman replied, my house at Bos- 
ton will furnish funds, if you will go there and . 
execute it. We made an agreement. I lent^ 
and placed in Ms house at Paris, the following 
property, — gave orders how to dispose of it. 

1. The 8,416 livres rents, lent him by Mrs. 
Vans, as already stated. 

2. An oWigation of Mr. Robicha, for 100,- 
000 livres rents provissior, received in part 
payment for my estate at Ablong. 

3. William Nott's notes for 48,000 livres. 

4. An obligation of Mr. Rose, for 320,000 
livres, in notes called bons of two thirds, and 
property to a large amount for collection. I 
also requested Mr. Codman to aid Mrs. Vans 
in selling my houses in Paris, consisting of a Ho- 
tel, out houses, stables, garden, &c. &c. This 
estate he sold to Rubel^ one of the directory 
of the French government, invested the pro- 
ceeds, by my order, in government 6 per cent. 
stock, called Rents Tier Consolide, amount- 
ing to 82,098 livres, rents per year. These 
sums made the amount in 1818, placed in the 
hands of John & Richard Codman, to upwards 
of 370,000 silver dollars. 

My agreement being made, Codman gave 



me letters of credit on Alexandria, Philadel- 
phia, and his brother and co-partner John 
Codman at Boston. With these letters and 
agreement, I left Paris the first day of Janua- 
ry, 1799, for Hamburg, arrived, took passage 
for Boston, arrived there, presented myself 
before John Codman, with the agreement 
made with bis co-partner Richard Codman, 
in France. On seeing the agreement, John 
Codman said there was great appearance of 
war between America and France, he wanted 
his brother home — did not wish any more bu- 
siness done there, — requested me to give 
him the agreement and annul it. This I con- 
sented to do ; gave him, as co-partner, all the 
papers, — have his receipt to prove it. Does 
not my giving these papers show I considered 
him co-partner with his brother in France ? 
He never denied. If he were not co-part- 
ner, what right had he to these papers ? they 
belonged to me and Richard Codman. Yet 
this statement will show they were co-partners 
in France, under the firm or signature of Rich- 
ard Codman. 

After remaining some time in America, 
took passage for France, — arrived there, — 
called on Richard Codman to return me the 
property lent, and placed in his house in 
trust. Mr. Codman said in a few days he 
would do it, — waiting some time, called on 
him again,— he then said, during my absence 
his brother and co-partner John Codman in 
Boston drew bills of exchange on him, having 
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no money at command, had turned my pro* 
perty into cash, paid the bills, that they might 
not go back to Boston protestedi-^m a few days 
he would return thef rents borrowed of Mra, 
Vans, and replace the amount placed in his 
hands in trust, — ^soon as his accounts were 
made up, would pay the balance. Waiting 
considerable time, finding nothing to be got, 
commenced a suit in the Courts of Commerce 
at Paris, in 1801, against Richard Codman, 
who was condemned to pay my demand ; from 
this^ court John & Richard Codman appealed 
to the Courts of the first Instance, at Paris, 
Meaux and Dreux, when they were again con- 
demned in the years 1801 and 1802, as co- 
partners. From these judgments Stephen 
Codman, Executor, by his agent, appealed to 
the Court of Appeal at Paris, in 1803, when 
my lawyer told the court Johnf Codman was 
dead. This the agent denied. The suit was 
tried,-— they were again condemned. The 
words of the judgment are, " Considering John 
& Richard Codman co-partners, by an act 
made at Boston in 1791, that was never dis- 
solved by both signatures, or mutual consent, 
they having made fraudulent acts to cheat 
their true and lawful credit<5rs, the Court con- 
demns them, jointly and severally, to pay Vans 
his demand, with all expenses until paid," that 
amounted, in the year 1818, to upwards of 
370,000 silver dollars. We now place a copy 
of the obligation given by Richard Codman, tor 
the 8,416 livres rents, received of Mrs. Vans- 
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^'.Borrowed and received of William Vans, 
an Inscription Tier Consolide of the public 
debt of France, of 8,415 livres rents per 
year," This inscription stood in the name of 
Mrs. Vans, — was transferred tp another for my 
account. "I promise to return to William 
Vans, or his order, this eight thousand four 
hundred and fifteen livres rents, in on month 
from this date. Paris, Vandemaire, 9th year, 
or the year 1800. Signed^ 

Richard Codman." 

This 8,415 livres rents per year, amounted 
at par, principle, interest, and expenses of 
law suit, to the year 1818, to upwards of 
62,000 silver dollars. 

The next obligation is for 100,000 livres 
rents provissior, so called, viz : 

" For value received in silver money^ I pro- 
mise to deliver William Vans, or his order, in 
three months from this date, an inscription 
\ called rents provissior of the public debt of 
France, to amount of one hundred thousand 
livres, or five thousand livres per year, it be- 
ing well understood it is an inscription rents 
provissior, not money ^ let the price of said rent, 
at the time 6f delivery, be more or less ; and 
I guarantee all my property as security for 
payment of the same." 

Done at Paris, 13th Vandemaire, 9th year, 
or the year 1800. Signed^ 

Richard Codman." 

This 100,000 livres amounted at par, with 
expenses of law suit, to 38,000 silver dollars, 
in the year 1818. 
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The third demand Vans has on John & 
Richard Codman is fen* 32,098 livres rents 
Tier Consolide. Richard Codman sold the 
houses and land belonging to him, during the 
time he was in America, bought with the pro- 
ceeds this 32,0^8 livres rent per year, that 
amounted in 1818, with expenses of law suit, 
to 240,000 silver dollars. These sums made 
the debt due VanSj confirmed by judgments, 
amount to 370,000 silver dollars. These judg- 
ments were rendered at Paris, Meaux and 
Dreux, in the years 1 801 and 1 802, condemn- 
ing John & Richard Codman, as co-partners 
while living J to pay Vans this sum. Yet John 
Lowell, in his letter to C. R. Codman, says, 
" Vans nef>er made any claim on your Father 
in France.'' The following letter, written to 
me in France, by John Codman, will show 
Mr. Lowell not correct in this assertion. 

Mr. Vans, 

Paris^ 1 1 PluviosCy 9 yearj^ or the year 1 801 . 

Sir, I have written you this morning, re- 
questing an interview, but the messinger re- 
turned, saying you had gone out. I now enclose 
you a statement which forms the basis of what 
/ would advise my brother to agree to. I have 
not consulted him about it, he too is gone out. 
Consider of it wellj and meet him or me on the 
subject, u is for the honor and reputation of 
both of you to terminate your affairs, particu- 
larly ^ many difiicufties attend Ktigations in 
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a. fcw^gn county, and law suite are expensive 
to all parties. Your ob't serv't* 

Sign^di John Godman. 

The property stated in the above letter, 
John Codman considered worth 80,000 dol* 
lars, I did not consider it worth 20,000,— -re* 
fused it, — ^but offered to take John & Richard 
Codman's note, payable in one year, with in- 
terest, for 80,000 dollars ; this they refused* 
Then wrote John Codman a letter, as follows : 

Paris^ Plumose J 9 year, dr 1801* 

John Codman, Esq. 

Sir, I have duly received your letter of 
11th instant, note the offer therein con* 
tained, as well as the manner you express 
yourself. I cannot accept it unless the Dreux 
and Rover y estates are given for the 8,415 
rents. The demand you have on Mad. Da* 
nuel, with the Firmancourt estates, are worth 
60,0(30 livres. You state this offer is made for 
your brother^ but say, meet him or me on the 
sulgeU. As you have not consulted him about 
it, this proves you are both one and the same 
persmi. Can assure you I do not fear for my 
money, as I can pram fou co^partners. 

Signedf William Vans. 

The two foregoing letters John Lowell saw. 
He acknowledges it in his letter to Charles 
R* CodmaiH in 1824, statedin tins book. The 
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public will judge if the astertion made by 
Lowell is correct y when he said to C. R. 
Codman, "Vans never made any claim on 
your father at Paris." 

We now place the allegations* made by Ste- 
phen Codman, Executor, and heirs, for not 
paying Vans this debt 

Firsts, John & Richard Codman were tkot 
co-partners. 

Second f The limitation law bars the demand 
of Vans. 

Thirds William Vans gave Mrs. Codman a 
receipt in full, for the trifling sum of 600 dol- 
lars, in the year 1818. 

Fourthj Vans never paid Richard Codmaa 
a cent for the obUgations, but took him by the 
throat and forced him to sign the notes, which 
he did through fear. 

Fifthy Vans owed large sums in England and 
ScoUand, run to France to avoid payment. 

Sixths Vans was a drunkard, a gambler, and 
crazy. 

These are the allegations circulated by this 
family and their satellites, we now show 
are false. Begin with the co-partnership. — 
First proof is an account of Cordagcdelivered 
Freeman & Vans for their ship Fame, bound 
to India. 

1791 , Freeman & Vans, to J. & R. Codman, Dr. 

To a quantity of Cordage, dielivered Capt 
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Standfast Smitb^ far the ubo of your fibip 
Fame, bound to India, amounting to 2,010 
doUars, equal to /603 00 00 

Trucking, 1 19 06 

/604 19 06 
Boston, July, 1791. Reoeived payment by 
your note, when paid is in fulL 

Signed, John & Richard Codman. 

Second proof is the orders in the hand- 
writing of John Codman to Captain Samuel 
Prince. Extract as follows : 

" You being Master of our ship Thetis, with 
a cargo on board bound to Holland, otir or- 
ders are, you embrace the first fair wind, pro- 
ceed to Amsterdam, deliver your cargo to 
Messrs. Willinks, merchants there, &c. &c« 
Wishing you success, and safe arrival, we 
remain your friends. 

JoHjN & Richard Codman. 

Next proof is a bill of Exchange drawn by 
Richard Codman. in Paris, on John & Rich- 
ard Codman at Boston, dated, 

Paris, 21 April, 1798. 

Exchange for 3,000 dollars, at sixty days 
sight. Pay to the order df Nath. Fellows, 
three thousand dollars. Value received of 
James Prinocy and place to account, as per 
advice of Richard Codman. 

; Messrs. John & Richard Codman, Mer- 
chants, Boston. 

2 
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You will observe the ' bill is drawn at Paris 
the 21 of April, 1798. The notification put 
in the Centinel at Boston by John Codman 
the 1 May 1798, only ten days c^ter Richard 
Codman, o^Pam, drew the bill in favor of 
Fellows. These dates shew he did not know 
or consent to the notification put in the Cen- 
tinel by John Codman, as the bill was ^e* 
cepted and paid six months after the notifica^ 
tion put in the Centinel, and is as follows : 

Bdstofi^ Muy^ 1798. 
The public are informed the co-partnership 
between John & Richard Codman, that com- 
menced the first day of May,W6^6;^is this day 
\^ dissolved.^ All persons indebtea to them are 
"^ requested to make payment to the ' subscriber ^ 
^ and those to whom they owe are desired to 
apply and receive their dues. 

Signed^ ^ John Gopman. 

Will the public say this notification dissolves 
the co-partnership of John & Richard Cod- 
man in France ? Are not the good people of 
Earis to be notified of the dissolution^ — well as 
the people in America ? Yet the testimony of 
James Swan, Nat. Cuttings and Thos. Mel- 
vill, jr. declare on oath, they never heard the 
house of John & Richard -Codman ivcts dissolv-^ 
ed. Nor was it dissolved in France or Ame- 
rica, as John Codman, in his name alone, 
could not dissolve the co-partnership at Paris, 
trading under the firm or signature'^ of Riehud 
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Codman ; nor wa6 it the intention of John 
Codman, by this notice, to dissolve the housf 
in France, ts William HaU, wharfinger to John 
Codman, says, the advertisement in the Cen- 
tinel was done to {prevent English and Ameri* 
cans taking vessels owned by John & Richard 
Codman* This notice was put by the advice 
of Mr. Lowell and R. G. Amory, Esq. as acts 
of hostility had commenced between America 
and France where Richard Codman livedo that 
made the property of J. & R. Codman liable 
to capture. Yet the Lowells, tlodmans, and 
Amorys say, John & Richard Codman were 
not to-partners^ although they knew they were 
condemned to pay William Vans his demand 
in all the courts in France, as co-partners. 

The third proof of co-partnership is a de- 
position of Thomas Melvill, jun. in Pittsfield, 
County of Berkshire; and Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts, of lawful age makes oath. That 
he the deponent, in the year 1795, became ac- 
quainted in France with Richard Codman^ 
which acquaintance continued until his depar- 
ture in the year 1 802. Circumstances, at times, 
connected him with Richard Codman in com- 
mercial operations; so that the deponent knew 
Bichard Codman did business at Paris under 
the £j9n of Richard Codman, and in^that bu- 
siness was co-partner with 1^ brother John 
Codman in Boston. The deponent fdso be- 
came acquainted with John Codman on his ar- 
rival in France in the year 1800 or 1801, at 
which time John CodmaQ consulted the de- 
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Eonent respecting certain claims William Vans 
ad on the firm of Richard Codman, made 
known to him propositions that had been made 
by him to Mr. Vans for a settlement ; he also 
proposed making over to the deponent several 
estates in France, as security for advances, to 
enable him to pay Vans ; this your deponent 
declined on account of some irregularity in 
the papers that your deponent does not re- 
member. And further your deponent says not. 
Signed, Thomas Melvill, Jr. 

We certify the above named Thomas Mel- 
vill, Jr. appeared before us. Justices of Peace» 
and made oath, the foregoing deposition by 
him subscpbed, was truth, nothing but truth. 
Pittsfield, fifth December, in the year 1812. 
Signed, TrMoxHT Childs, 

Reynolds M. Kirbt, 

Justices of the Peaee. 

Fourth proof is the deposition of Nathaniel 
Cutting, who makes oath he never heard of 
the dissolution of the co-partnership of John 
& Richard Codman. 

I, Nathaniel Cutting, formerly of Boston^ 
now residing in Washington City, District of 
Columbia, do testify on oath, that I was resi- 
dent in France in the years 1795, 6, 7, 8, 9, 
and 1801, — was well acquainted with John 
Codman and Richard Codman, of Boston, 
who were co-partners, that during a portion 
of the time above named, I was an inmate in 
the house of Richard Codman, both in towQ 
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and country. Although I do not remember 
to have had a commercial transaction with the 
CodmanSy yet from the verbal and voluntary 
testimony of Richard CodmaQ, I am assured 
he was reaDy and truly a co-partner with his 
brother the said John Codman, and was fully 
authorized to use and sign the firm of said co- 
partnership or association, and always consi- 
dered and believed the extensive business in 
which he the said Richard appeared to be en- 
gaged, and the many acquisitions of real estate 
tchich I observed him to make in France f toere 
founded anj and were for account of Ike joint 
funds and interest of the co-partmership afore-^ 
saidy and I was the more confirmed in this 
opinion^ when, about Uie close of the year 
1800, or»beginning of 1801, I observed the 
aforesaid ixAm Codman come personally to 
Paris, and apparently enter into pofifiession of 
the property that had been previously acquired 
in France by Richard Codman as before stated j 
c^nd proceed conjointly with him in. adjustments 
<f his open accounts ; nor did I ever hear or 
know, within the period aforesaid, thai the said 
£0-partnership was dissolved or annulled in 
France, either by public advertisement or other- 
ijoise. 

I likewise perfectly remember to have heard, 
and do verily believe that the aforesaid Rich- 
ard Cqdman did speculate pretty largely in 
the public fiinds of France, commonly called 
inscriptions sur le grand livre, or in other 
words, the perpetual debt of France, which 

2* 
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aominally bore an interest of 5 per cent, per 
annum, which speculations I understood to be, 
and I do verily believe were for the joint ac- 
count of the concern or association of John & 
Richard Codman* . 

I myself was engaged in similar speculations, 
as were most other Americans then in Paris ; 
and to the best of my recollection and belief, 
m the summer of 1797, the govenlment of 
France, then styled the Directory, aided by 
the two houses, reduced the said fund to one 
third part of its nonnnal sum and value. The 
one tUrd, thus continued, was therefore called 
le tiers consolide^ or the consolidated thirds After 
the Consular government took place in France 
and the system of finance in that country was 
improved, this consoUdated third became of 
greater value, and have ever since been at a 
higher price in the market than it «ver was 
before the year 1797, at the epoch of its re*- 
duction. 

In testimony of the truth of the foregoing 
declaration, I have hereunto affixed my signa* 
ture at Washington City, District of Colum^ 
bia, this twenty third day of September, on» 
thousand eight hundred and twelve. 

Signed, Nat. Cutting. 

Sworn and subscribed before us this 23 day 
of September, 1812. 

• Robert Brent, 
James H. Blake, 

Justices of the Peace. 
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Fifth proof is the decbration on i>ath of 
James Swan, well known in Boetton as a re<* 
spectable merchant, — living at Paris when he 

gave this deposition that he knew John & 
Lichard Codman as co-partners,— -never heard 
they had dissolved up to the year 1801. 

» . 

In the tenth year of the French Republic, 
before me Antoine Lemaire, Justice of Peace 
at Paris, appeared WilUam Vans, who inform- 
ed me, having transacted business in France 
with Richard Codman, co-partner with his 
brother John Codman in Boflton, he was in- 
terested to prove John & Richard Codman 
co-4iartners, and requested me to summons 
James Swan, to hear his answers to the questions 
that should be put to him, as the said Swan was 
well acquainted with the facts, having done 
considerable business with the house of John 
& Richard Codman* 

Signed^ William Yaks. 

On the 28 day of Prariel^ in the tenth year 
of the French Republic, or the . year 1 802, 
appeared before us Antoine Lemaire, Justice 
of Peace, Citizen James Swan, American 
merchant from Boston, residing in Paris, new 
street Luxemburg, No. 169, to whom we ac- 
quainted the request of WilUam Vans, when 
he answered that he was ready to declare on 
oath answers to the questions we shall put to 
him, and signed this instrument before us. 

James Swan. 
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Upon which we, the Justice of Peace, 
proceeding confonnable to law and the con- 
sent of Citizen Swan, put the following ques- 
tions: 

Do you know John & Richard Codman ^ 

Answer. I know them well, as merchants 
and co-partners in a (ouse at Boston under 
this firm, and in Paris under the firm of Rick- 
wd Codmctn. 

Question. Have you done business with 
John & Richard Codman ? 

Answer. My former house of Dallard, Swan, 
& Co. had large dealings with John & Richard 
Codman. 

Question. Have you done business with John 
& Richard Codman since 1792 P 

Answer^ In the year 1794, 1 paid Richard 
Codman, at Havre, a large sum of money, for 
account of John & Richard Codman, and took 
a receipt in his own name only. 

Question. Do you know if the co-partner- 
ship of John & Richard was ever dissolved ? 

Answet. I never heard in France of the 
dissolution of John & Richard Codman, either 
by letters or public documents. 

Done at our house this tenth year of the 
RepubKc, and signed by 

James Swan. 

♦ 

A true copy, faithfully translated by me at 
Boston, this 17 February, 1813. 

Signed^ Samuel Mackat, 

Sworn Translator. 



] 



21 

Eighth proof is the deposition of William 
Hall, wharfinger to John Codman, who makes 
oath before Ben. Parsons, Justice of Peace, 
that John & Richard Codman were co-pajt- 
ners in France, that his books would prove it. 

I, William Hall, of Boston, being of lawful 
age, do depose and say, I was employed by 
the late John Codman, Esq. deceased, as 
wharfinger, for several years, until his death, 
and was living with him at the time he return- 
ed from France, heard him speak many times 
of the transaction made by Richard Codman 
in France with William Vans, which transac- 
tion he said he feared he were implicated as 
a co-partner. In every instance when he spoke 
of Mr. Vans, said he had done much business 
with him, always found him . a man of strict 
ho^or, would take the word of Mr. Vans as 
soon as any man in Boston. He also said the 
notification put in the public papers in Bos- 
ton, by him, was done withotU the knowledgt 
or consent of Richard Codman, that he feared 
this notification was not sufiicient to exhone- 
rate him as co-partner« Many more obser- 
vations he made, but never reflected on honor 
or character of Mr. Vans, but said it was an 
unfortunate affair, how he should come out 
he could not telL 

In witness whereof I have set my hand and 
seal, this 23 June, 1825. 

Signedj Wm. Hall. 

Suffolk, as. June 23, 1825. Then personally 
appeared the above named William Hall, and 
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made oath to the troth of the foregoing state- 
ment, by him signed before me, 

Ben. Parsons, 
) Justice of Peace. 

Ninth proof of co-partnership is a letter 
written by John Codman to Edward Church, 
Consul at Lisbon. 

Sir, Boston^ 23 June, 1795. 

We cannot sufficiently acknowledge your 
kind interference for our honor in the affak 
of our ship Thetis, Capt. Sami Prince. We 
hope fo^ opportunity to express oiur sentiments 
more fully. In the mean time, please accept 
our thanks. We presume our Richard Codman 
has taken up Cnpt. Prince's bills in the bands 
of Messrs. Dorhman, friends in England, and 
replaced the' 7000/. sterling *yott ^vanced Jbr 
our honor. With great respect, your liumble 
servants. John & Richard Codman. 

This is a letter from Edward Church, Esq. 
Consul at Lisbon, to William Vans, showing 
he considered John & Richard Codman co- 
partners in their transactions with him. 

William Vans, Es<i. 

Paris, 16 Prariel, 10, or 1808. 
Sir, Agreeable to yours of the 13 iostanti 
I embrace the first moment of leisure to ex* 
plain the circumstance that gave birth to, 
the transaction which took place between 
Richard Codman and me, in relation to which 
at. the tune of your request, I ^atrusted you 
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with the most material papers then in my pos- 
session. 

In the month of January, 1795, during my 
remdence in Lisbon as Consul General of the 
U. States for that kingdom, arrived from Ha- 
vre, in France^ u ship commaxrded by Capt« 
Sam'l Prince of Boston, belonging to John & 
Richard Codman, and consigned by Richard 
Codman, partner of said house, (who then re- 
Bided m France) in his own namey to the house 
of Jacob Dorhman, &l Co. merchants in Lis^ 
bon. This ship.being ready to sail, news was 
received from London the bills furnished for 
payment of the cargo by Richard Codman 
would not be paid, in consequence lof which 
Dorhman thought proper to detain the ship. 

In this distress, Capt. Prince applied to me 
for advice and assistance, teUing me that the 
ship and eargo belonged to John & Richard 
Codman of Boston, uUJwugh it appeared in the 
name of Richard Codman^ and prayed me, as 
I could not doubt the solidity of John Cod- 
man, to interfere for the honor of said House. 
Being myself from Boston, I did interfere for 
the honor and reputation of the house of John 
& Richard Codman, and advanced 7000Z. 
stealing, in OTder to liberate said ship, which 
sailed without further delay, and arrived at 
Havre~-by which act of friendship, I lost 
about 800/^ sterling in difference of £xehange 
and Interest before I received payment of the 
h>an. I €m^ totally a stranger to any formal 
dis$obaion^4he house pfJ^^ ^ Bkhard Cod-f 
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man, whidi J never heard qf^and in my opinr 
ion, neither of the co-partners have taken the 
regular steps to announce the dissolution to 
the world. If it is true that it was announced 
in Boston, it is to be presumed it was not an- 
nounced by both their signatures ;•»— i/" other- 
wise, the notification in Paris must have been 
omitted for sinister purposes, which makes both 
brothers answerable as co-partners to you. On 
all occasions, when I can be useful in support 
of just claims, I pray you freely to command 
your friend and fellow citizen, 

Edward Churcb. 

The foregoing letter proves Edward Church 
considered John & Richard Codman co-part- 
ners in their transaction with me ; that their 
credit did not stand higher than Freeman & 
Vans, although John Lowell, R. G. Amory 
and others, may wish to make the public be- 
Ueve John Codman was rich and opulent in 
1795. Yet I know a great part of the prop^ 
erty John Codman died possessed of, was 
made while Richard Codman was in France, 
and his co-partner. Yet Stephen Codmaa, 
executor, says Richard Codman died a bank- 
rupt, and John Codman died worth 500,000 
dollars. 

We now answer the second allegation made 
by Stephen ^Codman, executor, and Heirs, for 
not paying Vans this debt 

The Limitation law barred his d^nand^^-^To 
confute, this aUegation« Vans will state facta^ 
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show the routine pursued by him at the courts 
in France. 

First, he commenced a suit ^t the Tribunal 
of Commerce in Paris, against Richard Cod- 
man in the year 1801. This being the firm or 
signature used by this house in France, he 
was condemned to deliver Vans the rents lent 
and placed in the house of John & Richard 
Codman in tmst. From this judgment they 
appealed to the Courts of the first Instance at 
Paris, Meaux and Dreux, where they were 
again condemned in 1802. 

During the tinxe Vans was getting these judg- 
ments to attach property of Codman in France 
—no one being permitted to attach real estate 
unless they had a judgment of court ox notarial 
(zct^ — Richard Codman went before a notary, 
made an act that said, he owed his brother 
John Codman 110,000 livres, by balance of 
account, — ^with this act John Codman attached 
the estates in the name of Richard Codman 
tit different departments in France, before Vans 
obtained his judgments^ — soon as they were 
obtained he put attachments on all the pro- 
perty of Codman in France, — ^then commenc- 
ed a suit at Dreux and Meaux, chief towns in 
the departments, to prove John & Richard 
Codman co-partners, annul the notarial act 
and attachment made by John Codman. Thi 
the court did doia 1801 and 1802, by render- 
ing a judgment that said, " Considering John 
& Richard Codman co-partners, by an act made 
at Boston in 1791, that was never dissolved by 

3 
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bath their signatures, or mutual consent, they 
having made fraudulent acts to cheat their true 
and lawful creditors, annuls the act made by 
Richard Codman to John, condemns them 
hath to pay Vans his debt, principle, interest, 
and expenses." From these judgments Ste- 
phen Codman, Executor, appealed, by his 
agent, to the Court of Appeal at Paris. When 
I told the court John Codman was dead^ they 
ordered me to produce proofs of death. I 
placed a newspaper before them that said 
John Codman was dead at Boston, in the year 
1803. This proof not being admitted, the 
cause was tried, a judgment rendered, con- 
demning John Codman, as co-partner, to pay 
my demand. At this time John Codman was 
dead. From this judgment, Stephen Codman, 
as Executor, appealed by his agent in France, 
to the Court of Cassation, or Law court, in 
the name of John & Richard Codman, where 
it lay for a long time, until 1 807 or 1 808, when 
they were again condemned by default. I 
now ask, who did these judgments, rendered 
in 1803 up to 1807, condemn? Not John 
Codman ; a living judgment could not con- 
demn a dead man. Who then was condemn- 
ed ? I answer, Stephe i Codman the Execu- 
tor. No other had a right to carry on a suit 
as appellant and defendant, but an Executor, 
who was condemned under the name of John 
Codman. After the year 1802, as the certi- 
ficate of a number of Americans in Paris say, 
John Codman was dead at Boston in 1803: 
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therefore, as this debt originated in France, 
according to laws made there, the laws of 
Massachusetts ought not to controul the judg- 
ments rendered in France. It being French 
government 5 per cent, stock, called Tier 
Conaolide, that fluctuated in the market, some- 
time at one price, sometime at another, it was 
then proper, according to the American laws, 
a judgment should be taken where the debt 
originated, to fix its value. These are the 
reasons I did not come to America until my 
judgments were obtained. As the agent and 
lawyer of Stephen Codman said in court John 
Codman was not deadj in 1803, and appealed 
from the judgments rendered at Meaux and 
Dreux, in 1 802, when the . agent of Stephen 
Codman, Executor, knew they were dead. 
This proof is seen in a letter written by John 
'Lowell, Esq. to me, in 1805, that says, ^' I 
have written Stephen Codman, Executor, re- 
commended he should authorize a compro- 
mise." This letter, and the one to Charles 
R. Codman in 1824, shows this debt not paid 
then; Lowell is brother in law to John Cod- 
man. 

I also wrote Stephen Codman, as Executor, 
in 1805, informing him of my debt, in two 
years after the death of John Codman, yet 
Stephen Codman continued these suits in the 
name of John Codman after he was dead. 
This act shows deception and /rowrf,— proves, 
he as Executor, was the person condemned 
by these judgments. The limitation law says, 
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*' A suit must be commenced against the Ex- 
ecutor in four years after the death of the 
Testator.'' A suit was commenced before the 
death of the Testator, in 1801 and 1802, and 
contiaued by the Executor in the name of the 
Testator, — no one having a right to continue 
suits but an Executor.^ The limitation law 
does not say the suit must be commenced iq 
the name of the Executor, only the Executor 
must be sued — he was sued^ and defended 
under the name of John Codman, by the agent 
of Stephen Codman in France, after he were 
dead. This act shows he knew of these suits 
from 1803 to the year 1808. As William Hall, 
wharfinger to John Codman, remained on the 
wharf after his death, says he heard Stephen 
Codman, as Executor, tell different individuals 
the estate of John Codman could not be set- 
tled, as William Vans had large claims then 
carrying on in the courts in France. At this 
time I saw the Rev. John Codman in Paris, 
with Barney Smith, Esq. — asked him if be 
could settle my claim on his father's estate, — 
answered he had no power, as Stephen Cod- 
man was Executor, only to inform him the 
state of it. This I presume he did do, and 
is another proof of fraud of the Executor 
and heirs. I also saw in Paris John Lowell, 
Esq. who wrote me in 1805, that he had writ- 
ten Stephen Codman the Executor, — told him 
of my debt. There will be found in the ac- 
count current of Sir Francis Baring, & Co. 
of London, a charge of monies remitted to 
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Mr. Babat, the agent of Stephen Codman in 
Paris, to carry on these suits against me. All 
these papers show Stephen Codman and 
heirs knew of my debt on John & Richard 
Codman, in two years after the death of John 
Codman, yet pretend ignorance, to defraud 
me of my property. 

I now ask Stephen Codman and heirs if I had 
obtained judgments at Paris in 1802, against 
John & Richard Codman, come to America 
with them. The Agent of Stephen Codman, 
hearing I had left it, commenced a suit, got 
judgments by default^ that annulled those I 
had obtained, gave information to the execu- 
tor and heirs at Boston, who came into 
court, said the judgments obtained by Vans in 
France, had been annulled since he left it. — 
Must I go back to France, get a new judg- 
ment, or defend the old ones ? — This would 
be absurd ; — proves the course pursued by me 
was correct ; for if Stephen Codman, the ex- 
ecutor, and heirs, wanted to settle the estate 
of John Codman^ they ought to have written me^ 
made known the death of John Codman, re- 
quested me to bring or send my account ; — 
this would be acting like an honest man ; but 
Stephen Codman nor heirs, did not do this, 
intending to keep me in France by chicane, 
deception and fraud, defending these suits un- 
til they believed the limitation law barred my 
demand, to cheat me of my property. I now 
ask the heirs, what injury have you suffered 
by my money remaining in your hands, s it 

'^ T 
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a crime, and reason you should not pay it 
when demanded. Is this the religion of Christ 
or of Parson Codman, to get all the money he 
can/ in any way — well as his brother and 
mother Codman, who received from the Exe- 
cutor, 370,000 dollars of my money taken from 
me by deception and fraud. WiH the Laws 
permit this robbery, because a suit was not 
brought in the name of an Executor ? Have I 
not complied with the spirit of the law ? Did 
not Stephen Codman, the Executor, and 
heirs, know of my debt in two years after the 
death of John Codman, yet refuse payment ? 
Will the courts of Massachusetts permit this 
deception and fraud, allow an Executor to take 
advantage of his own wrong, by distorting 
this law to cheat me of my property, by con- 
tinuing these suits in France from the time 
John Codman died in 1803, until my return to 
Boston in 1810. Will the courts in Massa- 
chusetts, famed for correct principles^ counte- 
nance this fraud ? — Is there a Jury will say my 
claim is barred? (I hope not.) As the 
courts in France refused to receive proofs of 
death offered by me, a new suit could not be 
sustained against Stephen Codman, Executor, 
until such proofs arrived as were considered 
legal, that delayed the time wanted by the Ex- 
ecutor and heirs to defraud me. Yet the Ex- 
ecutor with his eyes open, last will of John 
Codman before his eyes, ' divided the property 
of John & Richard Codman among the heire, 
in open violation to the will, and alt honorable 
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principled ; he knowing as Executor, the jus- 
tice of my debt, confirmed by judgments of* 
court. Yet if Stephen Codman as Executor, 
Rev. John Codman, the widow, and Charles 
R. Codman will go before a Justice of peace, 
make oath in my presence, say John & Rich- 
ard Codman were not co-partners, did not be- 
lieve or know I had a claim on John Codman 
before his death, — I will renounce all de- 
mands on the estates of John Codman. Do- 
ing this may convince the public John and 
Richard Codman were not co-partners. But 
this they will not do ; they knowing they were 
co-partners, well as the debt owed me. Will 
the general court make laws to justify fraud ? 
Are the citizens to be robbed under pretence 
of law ? Look at the Bill of Rights, reserv- 
ed by the Constitution for it citizens : 

Art. 1 . " All men are born free and equal ; 
have an unalienable right to acquire, protect, 
and possess property." 

Art. 5. "All power is in the people, derived 
from them. The magistrates, and officers of 
government, Legislative, Executive and Judi- 
cial, (being their agents) are accountable to 
them." 

Art. 16. "All controversies concerning prop- 
erty between two or more citizens, the parties 
have a right to trial by jury, that shall be held 
sacred.^^ 

The above article proves, neither the Su- 
preme Court or General Court, can refuse a 
citizen the trial by jury, there being no power 
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in the state, but a convention to alter and 
amend the Bill of Rights and constitution, 
but the people. 

Art. 20. " The power to suspend laws, ought 
never to be exercised, but by the legislature.'' 

Art. 30. " The Judiciary shall never exer- 
cise the legislative or executive power, or ei- 
ther of them." 

Art. 2. — Chap. 3. " Each branch of the 
government have authority to ask the opinion 
of judges on important law questions." 

But I do not find any power by the Bill of 
Rights or Constitution given to the Supreme 
Court, that justifies their refusing to exe- 
cute laws made by the General Court, author- 
ized by Governor and Council. This shows 
the Supreme Court have no right to say^ laws 
made by the General Court, are unconstitu- 
tional, unless their opinion is asked by Gov- 
ernor,' Council or General Court, as the Bill 
of Rights says, " the judiciary shall not legis- 
late." If then the General Court grants my 
petition, the Supreme Court have no right to 
refuse me a trial by a jury of my fellow citi- 
zens, — ^as the C neral Court have a right by 
the Constitution ;:o grant trials when justice 
requires it, as r a inferior court can have no 
right to say to its superior, you mak<^ laws un- 
constitutional, the General Court exercised 
this right of granting trials from the first set- 
tlement of the country more than one hun- 
dred years, until within ten years, at which 
time, the Supreme Court ^sumed the power 
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not granted by the Bill of Rights, say the 
General Couirt had no right to grant trials by 
petition. This decision violates the constitu- 
tion that says a man shall be tried by a jury. 
If then the Supreme Court have the right to 
give such an opinion without a request being 
made to them by Governor or General Court, 
then they have a right to say the limitation law 
is unconstitutional, — as I do not find in the 
Constitution, any power given to the Supreme 
Court, that can take away the right of trial 
by jury. — For by the laws of God', and Bill of 
Rights, no one has the power to say, I shall 
not be paid a just debt^ confirmed by judg- 
ments and a jury, if the party are able to pay. 
The constitution of the U. States says, " A 
man shall not be put in jeopardy of his life a 
second tme.^^ This proves the decision of a 
jury is the supreme law of the land. If then 
a jury are our natural judges, in one case, 
why should they not be in all. In times of 
old, when the jury gave a verdict, the court 
considered contrary to law, the General Court, 
by petition^ granted a new trial. This ought 
to be the case now. But we are told judges 
are wiser, as one judge is competent to in- 
struct a jury in law and fact. If they do not 
conform to his opinion, he orders a new trial, 
making a jury automaton or nothing. 

It must then be evident a jury is and ought 
to be, our judges, as they frequently diflfer in 
opinion ias to law, three to two. Then it is 
evident the unanimous opinion of twelve men 
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as a jury, are better than the divided opimcni. 
of five judges, however learned in the lan^ 
they may be. This was the opinion of o«f' 
fathers who gave the General Court power to 
alter and make laws. But gave no power to 
the General Court, to alter the Constitution, 
made in a convention of the people, nor did 
the Supreme Court refuse to execute the laws 
made by the General Court. The end o( 
government, is justice to all its citizens, by 
making good and wholesome laws. This right 
they. still retain by the constitution, notwith- 
standing the logic of lawyers. If the Supreme 
Court will permit me to be tried by a jury, 
they say I have no claim on the heirs of Johi 
& Richard Codman, 1 will give up my debt 
-^But until a trial by jury is granted, I wfll 
SAT, the heirs of John & Richard Codman 
owed me in the year 1818, upwards of 370,000 
silver dollars. 

Speaking with that good man Judge Dawes, 
I said, how different the courts of justice are 
now from what they were when you sat <»i 
the Supreme Bench— *five Judges were then 
on the bench, each Judge gave a charge to 
the Jury. Judge Dawes replied it was true. 
He was the youngest Judge on the bench, — 
charged the Jury first ; after him came Judge 
Paine, who charged, ^' Gentlemen of the Jury, 
it grieves me to differ from my brother Dawes," 
went on, gave a charge very different from 
the one made by Judge Dawes. It was the 
custom then for Judges to state facts and law. * 
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leave the Jury to give such a verdict they <m 
their oaths considered justice. This ought to 
be the case now, that the people may be tried 
by a Jury according to the Bill of Rights and 
Constitution, instead of one Judge, who makes 
a law question when the verdict does not 
please him. As a Jury are the sole judges of 
life and death, law and fact, if they say a man 
is not guilty, he is acquitted, though the proofs 
of murder are as strong and clear as the sun. 
This shows the General Court have the right to 
nuike laws J the Supreme Court to execute them. 
For if the opinion given by the Supreme Court 
unasked, is correct^ the Constitution and Bill 
of Rights becomes a dead letter, as it says, 
" All controversies between two and more citi- 
zens, the parties have the rigfU to a trial by 
Jkiry,^^ — no other power in the State can pre- 
vent it The judgments rendered in France 
say, '^ John & Richard Codman made fraudu- 
lent acts to cheat their true and lawful credi- 
tors/' The Supreme Court has also decided 
fraud, is never out-lawed. This deception and 
fraud has been continued by Stephen Codman 
as Executor, that kept Vans in France defend- 
ing these suits after the death of John Cod- 
man. This is duplicity and deception, ac- 
cording to the statute. Some one said to me, 
your right of action is now barred by law of 
twenty years. I answer, it is not twenty years 
£ance the Codmans acknowledged my debt, 
first by judgments of courts in France, con- 
tinued by Stephen Codman, Executor, after 
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the death of John Codman in IBOd, up to the 
year 1809. 

On my arrival at Boston, in 1810, I peti- 
tioned the General Court for a trial to prove 
John & Richard Codman co-partners. The 
limitation law did not bar my demand. This 
petition was opposed by Stephen Codman and 
heirs, in the years 1811, 1812, and 1813- I 
also gave a receipt to Mrs. - Codman, written 
by her lawyer R. G. Amory, for the sum of 
500 dollars ; and have a letter written to me 
by the Rev. Dr. Codman, from Dorchester, in 
1823. All these papers show the debt due me 
not paid in 1823. Can bring one hundred 
persons as witnesses, that have heard the Rev. 
John Codman say within two years, Richard 
Codman had my property, that his father had 
nothing to do with it. This shows my demand 
not barred hf the law of twenty years. It is 
then to be presumed, there is not a jury or 
court will say, my liquidated debt, confirmed 
by judgments for 370,000 dollars, is barred or 
paid. These facts the Executor and heirs all 
know to be true. 

The property lent and placed in the 
hands of John & Richard Codman at 
Paris, by me, is in dollars 1 90,000 

Of this sum 180,000 dollars were 
5 per cent. French government stock, 
at simple interest for 26 years, is 234,000 

Duties and expenses of law-suit, to 
a large sum, but will only call it 26,000 

^460,000 
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Here follows proofe Stephen Codniaii, £x* 
ecator, and heirs of John Codman knew of my 
demand, in a letter written to him, by John 
Lowell, Esq. who wrote me as follows : 

Paris J 30 MessidorCj or the year 1806. 

Mr. Wm. Vans, Sir — 

Ycwr note, by mistake dated to-morrow, 
reached me this morning. No body could 
have been more explicit than I have been to 
every aj^lication made on your behalf, that I 
had no authority ta interfere in the affairs of 
Mr. Codman — until I had such authority I 
should not interfere further than to qualify my- 
self to f<»rm a correct opinion. The senti- 
ments I have repeatedly espremed in favor of 
an adjustment are sincere. In no case do I 
permit myself to act with insincerity, and ev- 
ery man who treats with me must treat an that 
principle. / have written Stephen Codman^ 
Executor^ — ^have given him as dark a picture 
of your expenses and delays of justice as I 
thought they deserved, and haDe recommended 
he should authorise a compromise* I have 
intimated nmch ought not to be hc^ed after 
paying all charges, but I have not given, nor 
shall not give an opinion as to quantum, as I 
have not the requisite information to ground 
such an opinion. I regret the time presses. 
It is the effect of accident, not my fault. I 
repeat^ I wish a compromke, shall always re- 
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commend a liberal one ; whether you will so 
esteem it I cannot tell. 

Signed, , John Lowell. 

The above letter from John Lowell, Esq. is 
a confirmation oi this narrative, please read it 

This is a letter written by William Vans in 
Paris, to Stephen Codman at Boston, deliver- 
ed to him by James Prince, Marshall of the 
district. 

Paris J March, 1806. 
Si^PHEN Codman, Executor, and Adminis- 
trator to the last Wills of John & Richard 
Codman, 

Sir, — It is now more than four years since 
I had a claim on your brothers John & Rich- 
ard Codman, for property placed in their house 
at Paris, in trust. Difficulties arose between 
us, were followed by a process at law. In this 
suit your brothers have, in every instance, been 
condemned to pay me the sum demanded, 
that amounts, principle and interest, to day, 
upwards of 960,000 francs at par, with expen- 
ses to 1,350,000. This sum they owe me. 
Owing to delays made by lawyers, this busi- 
ness has been procrastinated until this day, 
and expenses paid by me and your brother's 
agent, Mr. Babut, more than 200,000 francs. 
Notwithstanding your brothers have been con- 
demned to pay this sum, the lawyers will find 
means to continue this suit one year longer, 
make additional expenses to a large amount. 
There is no advantage can arise to your bro- 
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thers by this procrastination ; on the contrary, 
a considerable expense added to the debt they 
owe me. Therefore, in consequence of a con- 
versation I had with John LoweU, Esq. and 
with your agent Mr. Babut, I have acceded 
to a proposal made to suspend the lawsuit 
until full powers could be received from you 
how to act. William Vans. 

The above letter shows Stephen Codman 
knew of my demand, in 1 806, on. John & 
Richard Codman, two years after the death of 
John Codman. 

This is a certificate mentioned in this nar- 
rative, signed by a number of Americans in 
Paris, showing John Codman was dead at 
Boston ill 18U3. It was this certificate the 
courts in France refused to admit, as the law- 
yer and agent of Stephen Codman, Executor, 
said John Codman was not dead, when they 
kn«v he was. 

We the undersigned, citizens of the U. S. 
of America, noW in Paris, do certify and 
declare on oath, we know John Codman, 
late merchant and co-partner with Richard 
Codman, was dead at Boston in the month of 
May, 1803. In witness whereof we have set 
our hands and seals this day, December 1804. 
Josh. Orne, James Swan, 

Mark Leavenworth, H. Wardel, 

John Sinclere, H. Grant, 

Zefh. Platt, J. Fenwick, 

i. c. momtflorenc£, f. rotch, 

£. Mat. 
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Tins certificate not only proves John Cod- 
man dead, but shows they considered him co- 
partner with Richard Codman when he- died. 
This statement proves too, allegations false 
made by Stephen Codman and heirs, shows 
the judgments rendered in France (that say) 
John & Richard Codman committed frai%d« 
These judgments have been continued in fraud 
and deception by Stephen Codman, Executor, 
and the heirs, they having kept Vans in FraBoe 
defending these suits, to prevent his ooming 
to America, they might plead the law to bar 
payment. But I am told by gentlemen of the 
law, that deception and fraud is not bmr^ nor 
never outlatma. 

We now answer the third allegation made 
by Stephen Codman and heirs, ^^ That WU- 
Uam Vans gave Mrs. Catherine Codman a re^ 
ceipt in full.'' 

This is not true* It is true a receipt signed 
by me, written by R. G.. Amory, for Mrs.Cod- 

. man, her brother and lawyer, acknowledging 
to have received frc»n her 500 dollars in 1818, 
upon condition John & Richard Codman were 
not co-partners. Having presented petition 

_ on petition to the General Court, praying leave 
to prosecute the heirs of John & Richard Cod- 
man in the Supreme Court, and prove them 
co-partners, as I had done in the courts of 

r* justice in Franco, where the debt originated. 
Yet these petitions were refused, for reasons 
have not been able to find out— only guess. 
Finding no settlement could be made with the 
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Executor or heirs of Johr & Richard Codman, 
all my claims on different individuals said to 
be barred by bankrupt and limitation laws, 
concluded to quit Boston, go to Washington 
City, get some place under government. With 
this intention requested General Winslow to 
see Mrs/ Catherine Codman, obtain from her 
600 dollars. He waited on her, she referred 
him to her brother R. G. Amory, a lawyer well 
known in Boston, he said to General Winslow, 

-'iSfrs. Codman will let Mr. Vans have 600 dol- 
lars, if he will^ sign such a receipt as he should 
write. Mr. Amory then wrote a receipt to the 
best of my memory as follows :— 

" Whereas^ William Vans^ some years past, 
placed in the hands of Richard Codman in 
France, certain estates and credits to a large 
amount^ when he said John Codman was 
to^artner toifh his brother Richard Codman 
in this transaction ; this allegation Mrs* Cath- 
erihe Codman and heirs always denied. As 
the said William is now barred by law, he is 
willing to accept 600 dollars as a discharge for 
his claims on said Catherine Codman. Now 

, know ye, for and in consideration of one dol- 
lar paid the said Vans by Stephen Codman, 
Executor and Administrator to tlie last will of 
John & Richard Codman, doth hereby dis- 
charge said Stephen Codman, this day of 
April, 1818. 

Signed, William Vanfs. 
Witness^ John Winslow, 
" Stephen Gokham^ 

4* 
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If this copy is not correct, Mrs. Codmaii 
can publish the original. When General Wins- 
low handed me this receipt to sign, / rejus^d 
to sign it. He then said, you do not pretend 
John Codman owes you a cent if he is not co- 
partner with his brother Richard Codman; 
whenever you can enter a court in America, 
prove John & Richard Codman co-partners, 
as you proved them to be in France, then this 
receipt becomes null and void. It was on 
condition John & Richard Codman were not 
co-partners, as Mrs. Codman says in the re- 
ceipt they were not, I signed it. When Mr. 
Amory paid General Winslow the 600 dollars, 
he said, it was only for form sake Mrs. Cod- 
man took the receipt, as Vans was barrod by 
law, cannot recover a cent. This shows Mrs. 
Codman knew the heirs owed this debt, yet 
said her husband John Codman was not co- 
partner with his brother Richard. If he was 
not, what had she to do with this transactioii ? 
she had no interest in it unless they were co- 
partners. This proves she wanted this receipt 
to enable her to say, / have paid Vans, got kis 
receipt in full. 

Two questions arise. First, Does the limita- 
tion law h(xr Vans ? Presume notj — ^be having 
been kept in France by fraud, that is never 
outlawed. Second, W(^ John Codman co^pmt^ 
ner with Richard ? This question is answered 
by a notification in the Centinel, put there by 
John Codman, IhcA says, ^^John & Richard 
Codman made an act of co-partnership at Bos- 
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ton, in May, 1791." This act is proof they 
were co-partners, as it never was dissolved in 
France, and annuls my receipt given Mrs. 
Codman. This receipt says, <^ Vans said John 
& Richard Codman were co^partners, this al- 
legation Mrs. Codman always denied." Yet 
sbe acknowledges in the receipt Richard Cod- 
man had large sums of money from Vans. 
This G^ows the trifling sum of 500 dollars was 
not considered a discharge for a hquidated 
debt of 370,000 silver dollars, confirmed by 
judgments of court* Yet, if Mrs. Codman and 
heirs will consent to have it tried by a a|>ecial 
jury, they say the receipt is a discharge, I will 
cease to ask payment ; or if a jury say John & 
Richard Codnmn were not co* partners, I will 
renounce my claim on John Codman's estate. 
Tl^se are offers I have made this family at 
difierent times, — ^have been refijuied, — ^that 
^ows they meant to defraud me of my debt if 
they can. They knowing this r^^if^ was not 
considered by me a discbarge for my claim on 
the heirs of John & Richard Codman, nor will 
it be considered a discharge by a juiy or court 
of equity in America. A liquidated debt of 
370,000 silver dollars, confirmed by judgments 
of court in France,— can there be found a 
raan <^ honor who will say 500 dollars is full 
payment for my debt ? The receipt also i^ys 
Stephen Codman, the Executcn*, paid me one 
ddlar. This is not true. He never paid me 
a cent, — ^this bii^iness being done by General 
Window and R. G. Amory, without the know- 
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ledge or consent of him. As a further proof 
I did not consider this receipt a discharge^, 
the original papers are in my bands that R* 
G. Amory t^equested Gen. Winslow to get 
from me, — I answered, the papers are mine, 
— ^never go from me until I am paid, — ^if a 
crack is open my finger. can enter, my wbcde 
body shall go through and get my debt. This 
Mrs. Codman and R. G. Amory both know to 
be truths They also know, if my claim was 
tried by a jury they would give me my de- 
mand, tiie receipt notwithstanding. It is then 
to be hoped, for the honor of Mrs. Codman^ 
she did think her husband John Codman was 
not co-partner with Riclutrd Codman ; as it 
wc»]ld be outrageous to believe so religious a 
woman and godly man as Dr. Codman pro- 
fesses to be, should wish to keep property 
they knew did not belong to them. Thk 
statement I hope will open their eyes, induce 
them to do justice, in conformity to the last 
will of John Codman, that says, " pay all my 
debts." This will, and his letter offering me 
80,000 dollars, shows be meant I should be 
paid. Yet the Executor and heirs have not 
paid his debts^ but tried, and still trying by 
deception and fraud, 4o keep my property, 
saying, the receipt for 600 dollars was a 
discharge for my liquidated debt of 370,000 
dollars, I took to keep my family from starv- 
ing. This shows the feelings and honor of 
this family. But they do know I never con- 
sidered this paltry sum a discharge, as I re- 
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fused 80,000 dollarB offered me by John Cod- 
man for this debt in an unliquidated state, be- 
foM I obtained judgments. 

The questioti will be asked, how I came to 
accept 500 ddJars for a hquidated debt of 
370,000 dollars. The answer is plain, I never 
c<msidered 500 dollars a discharse for my debt, 
-^the (Mriginal papers being in my hand proves 
itr*-as 1 refused at the time to give d»m up« 
Yet the satehtes of Codman say, y<Mi have 
solemnly renounced all claim on the heirs of 
J<riin & Richard Codman, by that receipt. 
This I denied, as the receipt was given on 
cooditkoi J<^ & Richard Codman were not 
co-partners. Look at the receipt and read it. 
How often does a man give his note, that says, 
'^ For value reemved I promise to pay J. P. 
or order,'' and witnessed, yet if he can prove 
to the satisfaction of a jury no value was given 
for the note, the court and jury have set it 
aside. This decision shows a receipt is not 
always considered a discharire, when obtained 
by deeption and frmd. 

The Codman family have reported I was 
inswfke. No one will believe me in my right 
mindj to give a discharge for a liquidated debt 
of 370,OON9 silver dollars for the trifling sum of 
500 dollars ;— ^or is there a man or woman 
but Mrs. Codman, and her 5oti, a minister of 
our holy religion, that would take advantage of 
my distressed circumstances, to defraud my 
family of this property. It is then evident I 
did not consider this receipt a discharge,- 
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I have proved in this narrative Stephen Cod- 
man and heirs all knew of this debt, long be- 
fore John Codman died, make use of this 
plea to evade payment and keep my property, 
the receipt being only a conditional one ; that 
John & Richard Codman were not co-part- 
ners as 1 prove they were, the receipt be* 
comes null and void. Would it ncri; have 
been more honorable, if the Rev. Jolm Cod- 
man, on finding his father and uncle had got 
my fortune by fraud practised by the Exec- 
utor, said, Mr. Vans, the £xecutor c^ my 
father's wiU has given me a large proper^ 
report says does not belong to me — I am will- 
ing and ready to divide with you. This 
would have been dmng as his divine master ^ 
ordered " pay all my debtsr-live thou and thy 
children on the rest." Yet this family refuse 
me an annuity of 4,000 dollars per year. during 
my life, they can buy with one year's interest 
of the capital they receive on my property. 
Here then is seen the religion and morality of 
this reverend divine, who is so liberal to 
churches, . ministers, clocks, bells, printing 
presses, Andover Institution, giving 1000 dof 
lars for a Doctor's cap to buy the name of gen- 
erous Doctor Codman, with my money. Does 
this religious doctor think to compromise with 
the great Jehovah by these donations, gain as 
amnesty for himself and family, preaching be- 
fore Bible societies what he does not pracUse ; 
— ^yet the time will come, c<mvince this monk 
the limitation law will not discharge him« from 
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the moral obligation he owes society and m^. 
Yet if a Jury can be found mil say, John & 
Richard Codman were not co-partners, as the 
receipt says, I will give up my claim on John 
Codman & his heirs, not having power to act 
for Celeste Rosalie Gauvain, my divorced 
wife. The receipt by me given to Mrs. Cod- 
man does not bar her demand, she being a 
French woman, never in America, retsms the 
rights given her by treaty and the courts' in 
France, that condemned John & Richard Cod- 
man as co-partners, to pay her the sums stat- 
ed in the judgments that is secured by treaty 
between America and France, are considered 
the supreme law of the land. 

Therefore until a jury say my debt is paid, 
I shall say the heirs of John & Richard Cod- 
man owed me 370,000 dollars in 1818, that 
the Executor and heirs have tried to defraud 
me of. 

Now observe on the 4th allegation or lie 
made by Stephen Codman, Executor and 
heirs, to get rid of paying this debt. They said 
in banks and insurance offices, William Vans 
never paid to Richard Codman any value for 
the obligations given to him as stated in this 
book. 

It gives me pain to bring my family trans- 
actions before the public (with me.) A pri- 
vate station is the post of honor ; yet I am 
forced to do it, to confute the lies circulated 
by this family, that the public may judge if 
they are true or false. 
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On leaving France for America, I i^o»l 
all my property in the house of John & Rs^- 
ard Codman, requesting Richard Coekmaa — ^1 
considered my friend — ^to pay Mrs. Vuis firom 
the rents he had power to collect, what mo- 
nies she might want during my abeence in 
America. On my return to Franoe, my rela- 
tion, William Vans Murray, minister plenipo- j 
tentiary from^ the United States, and oo^ erf i 
the commissioners for making peace between 
America and France, in the year 1801, told me | 
as a friend and relation, public report eni \ 
there had been an improper intimacy betweM 
Mrs* Vans and Riclmrd Codman. A cbaU | 
was the consequence of that conneeticm. Re- 
ceiving this information from Mr. Murray, 
made it known to Mrs. Vans — she did nat ^ \ 
ny. I then said to herj a divorce mmA follow, 
peaceably if possible. Mrs* Vans knowkm 
she could not justify her conduct in a court <rf 
law, consented to the divorce. We went 
through the ceremony required by law, aad 
were divorced. I then said the 8416 livres 
rent per year, lent Richard Codman — ^lated 
in this book if he did not pay, a sait should be 
carried on, force him to maJce payment ; eooxk 
as it was recovered she should have it. Un* 
fortunately, neither she or her child have re- 
ceived a cent-^are supported at this moooient 
in Paris by charity. This fact the Codnraji 
family know to be true ; yet keep the proper- 
ty borrowed of Mrs. Vans by John & Richand 
Codman, instead of paying their debts, or -^r^ 
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mg 8a|i)K>rt' to die <ifafld in Paris ! — ^These 
tiW]» aDe well known. If tbey are ttot, deny 
tfaM» in a poUic manner, as I make the as- 
am^on.* 

. Wken Stephen Codnmn, ExeeiiDer and no* 
tmtfr Mid RiohMd Codman never reeeired 
any f^liie^ tor the obhgatioiis slated in this 
hook, be knows it is not truth, as these obli* 
^ttions wetae written at the stsunp office by 
Ricrfamd Codman, in presence of the i^ceiyer 
OeM»*al of stamps-^there being no stamps for 
BSr hsegeiw sum# The esctm sam paid by him 
is^nsBSiaooed on the paper sagned by the re* 
ceiiFer general) at Parish Therefore the lie 
toUi by Stephen Cotoan^^l had taken Rich- 
ard Codman hy the tiiroar, who, through fear, 
s^ned theae obhgauons,. i» another proof of 
tlw; ic^adiny of diia maai% These obligationsr I 
aoBH roady to show every person that will take 
the tronble to k)Dk at them. Theyv will then 
see, that the judjpients rendered in France 
contain every thing said by each lawyer, for and 
against my demand. Yet no such plea was 
set up by tiie^ lawyer of Richard Codman, who 
neeer pretenied he did not receive value for 
tine obUffttioiKu It is only the j^«7e hmd of 
Stephen Codman, who circulated this He. If 
Biebani Co<knaff never received any value 
for ibmi debt, how came John Codman to 
wwte me a letter in Paris«-^-K)ffer me property 
he considered wortib 80,@00 dollars tl> pay for 
wtet Aey had taken j^om me. There is also 
amotlier pxoof stronger, they had my money. 

5 
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A letter wiitten to me while at Hambai^, by 
Richard Codman, dated Paris, March, 1799, 
that Bays, <^ I take due noike of your good 
ODinion of inscription, shall shortly replace 
those borrowed of Mrs. Vans. If a sale can 
be made of your houses^ the proceeds shall be 
int^ted in ^Aem." Signed^ Richard Codiian. 
These two letters are in this book, proves the 
falshoods circulated by Stephen Codman, Ex- 
ecutor j and the Codman family, who keep the 
pro^rty of my divorced wife and her chUdj 
made by Richard Codman, a villian whose 
conduct ought to be hold up to execration by 
the public, well as the whole Codman family, 
who received property taken from me by 
Jraudy and are the authors of these lies. 

To prove the truth of this assertion, I place 
an extract of a letter written to me from the 
Hague, by William Vans Murray, minister to 
France, |md one o( the commissioners for 
making peace between America and France, 
in the year 1800 & 1801 : 

Hague J November ^ 1801. 
My Dear Sir,-~ 

A few days since I had the pleasure to 
receive your friendly letter. Accept the fam- 
ily seal I am proud of'-^m sorry I had not the 
pleasure to take you by the hand before I left 
Paris. I could have said nothing you have 
not thought of, but advise you to act with 
ecMirage due to yourself as an honorable man 
m unmerited alBiction-Hiot to pine in a cause 
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which you are convinced is worthlesB, to ccm* 
sider the whole union as a species of tempora* 
ry connection^ which ceased for good reasons* 
The children you can carry, and take with you 
-^gradually get a cheerful heart, amuse your* 
self in Paris. If in going to America you pass 
through Holland, come and spend some days 
with your affectionate friend and relation, 

William Vans Murray. 
Wilham Vans, Esq. Paris. 

This letter proves Mr. Murray consider- 
ed it was proper to inform me of the inti- 
macy between Richard Codman imd Mrs. 
Vans-^wrote the aboioe letter of condolence. 

This is an extract of a note sent by Richard 
Codman, in Paris, to William Vans Murray, 
while he was there : 

Paris J 22 Thermidarej in the year 1801. 

Mr. Codman presents his best compliments 
to Mr. Murray — sends him all the letteiB he 
or Mr. Babut received from Mr. Murray on 
the aifeirs of Mr. Vans. Mr. Codman would 
have been glad to be informed through Mr. 
Murray, if Mr. Vans accepted his proposals, 
&c. &e. &c. 

In answer to the diKive ncHie, Mr. Murray 
informed me he had written Richard Codman 
as follows, viz :--He had not n^ntioned his 
propomls to Mr. Vans^ as he considered them 
unju^.^^AsMr.CodmBXi acknowledged to him 
M owed Mr. Vans — ^yet refuse jpaymen^ of what 
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ke ouTed^-HSUch a pmciple will be t» make 
war ajs betweee nations ;*^mtroduoe a bad 
^^(rkL i9f difrioioacy into privaU tranmcUons. 
Mr. Murray ^aid be hful a ligbt to make these 
remarks, as be bad been 3ie internedriator 
betweei^ Mr. Vans and Codman. 
P€uri$, U August, IdOh 

Signed^ W. V. MtfERAT. 

Tbe letter and note of W. V. Murray^ proves 
Ricbard Codman acknowledged he owed Vans 
mmi^. Yet Stepben Codman h» said Vans 
fiev^r gave any value to Bicbard Codman for 
tke notes. 

Tine fiftji aflegatioii w be i(Ad 1^ St^iben 
Codman and beirs, (ar€)^-^Vai»3 was a <dnink- 
ard and gambled. Tbeee Mes have b^aii, vii 
now are, circulated by this fiwiily* Mdi. 
Catherine Codman said to a lady, Vansf is al- 
ways drunk and crazy. The lady repl^^d, < I 
see him ofteiH-^ever sa;w bim drunk, nor do^ 
he appear to be crazy ;^-4»is misid is much 
distressed on accouM of money be claims of 
your family.' A man who lives in Dorchestar 
said Dr. Codman told him I was a poor druok- 
en vag^ond, not worth notice. Stephen 
Codman, tbe Executor, said my debt was a 
gambling one — ought not to be paid. These 
observations have been made by this family, aad 
their satilites^— ^I now ask Ihsm to place theee 
assertions on paper«-^ve me legal proof; tb^ 
shall then be nstked in another way. This 
they dare not do ; but lie behind my back, 
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what they^ar to say to my face. As to gam- 
bling, I never was fond of it — never played a 
card or any other game with Richard Cod- 
man in my life. — Of course my demand was 
not for gambUng, but monies placed and lent 
in trust to John & Richard Codman, as this 
narrative proves. 

The sixth allegation made by Stephen Cod- 
man and heirs, are — ^Vans cheated his credi- 
tors'in England and Scotland, left it for France^ 
to avoid paying them. — Vans answers this lie 
— ^says, the last time he left England, was in 
the year 1793, on board a ship bound to Bos- 
ton, commanded by Edward Davis. Among 
the passengers, was John Apthorp, Esq. now 
president of Boston Bank. We slept in the 
same state room. How far the lie put in cir- 
culation by the Codman Family is correct, 
may be known by applying to him, — ^it being 
weU known in London by those I did business 
with, I was going to America. Freeman & 
Vans at that time did not owe a cent in En- 
gland or Scotland. It is true, large sums 
were coming due in 1794. — These sums I re- 
mitted from Hamburg and France, payed 
every debt, awed by Freeman & Vans, that I 
knew of ;— can prove It by two accounts with 
bankers in London. One of 150,000 doUaro, 
I sent from France to London, and 130,000 
dollars sent by P. Godeffroy from Hamburg to 
England, for account of Freeman & Vans. 
In the year 1794, while I was in France, the 
house of Bowerbank, Munkhouse & Co. of 

5* 
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London, sent to Freeman & Vans, at Bo^ouy 
a quantity of goods, (not ordered by Vat^s) to 
amount of 4,000/. sterling. After the death 
of Mr. Freeman, Mr. Bowerbank came to 
Paris — requested payment. I told him the 
goods were sent without my orders ; yet as he 
considered me co-partner with Freeman, I was 
bound to pay him^^^id pay him ; have \m re- 
ceipt to prove it Mr. Bowerbank then in- 
formed me Richard Codman had been in Lion* 
don, offered to buy this debt at a discount, — 
told him I should never pay him. Mr. B. repli- 
ed, he was perfectly satisfied I should pay hisa, 
having done considerable business with Free- 
man & Vans-^always found them honourable 
men. 

I have been fold the Rev. Dr. Codman of 
Dorchester made particula,r enquiry in En- 
gland, Scotland, and France, if the house of 
Freeman & Vans did not owe mcmey there, and 
believe he went at the expense and request of 
the family, to buy up any debts he could find 
of F. & Y. But as there were none he return- 
ed as he went. In a word, this family, not 
content of robbing me of all my property, have 
taken great pains to injure and defame my 
character, representing me a drunkard, crazy, 
and gambler, to justify their fraud, deception, 
and duplicity, to make people believe iHaey do 
not owe me one cent. All these lies are con- 
futed in this book« - 

< 

On receiving from Mrs. Catherine Codman 
the oOO dollars as stated in this book, went to 
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WaBhibgton City» intending to get sonfte plM€ 
— ^was appointed Indian Agent, where I resid- 
ed until 1822 ;— then returned to Boston very 
»ick*~wrote to the Rev. Dr. Codman, of Dor- 
chester, a letter, as follows : 

Boston, November, 1822. 
Rev. Sir. — ^Just returned from the Chicka- 
saw nation very sick — find my family in mise- 
ry — ^without bread or clothes this cold season. 
If you can make it convenient to allow me 
100 dollars per year, your brother Charles 100, 
and your good mother 100, in all 300, daring 
my life, with this pitiful sum can retire to the 
country,— end my days, as I am past sixty 
years old. In rendering me this service, yoH 
will confer an obligation on Rev. Sir, 

your ob't servant, 

William Vans* 
Rev. John Codman, Dorchester. 

Is not the above letter a humble one, yet it 
was treated with contempt, — not noticed or 
answered. I then wrote C. R^ Codman a 
letter as follows : 

* Boston, November, 1822. 

Sir,— I have written your excellent brother 
and good mother, — asked of them 100 dollars 
each, — now make the same request to you, in 
all 300 dollars, during my life — being very sick 
—just returned from the Cbickasaw nation — 
find my family want every thing — with this 
sum can retire to the country-— end my exis- 
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tence, being sixty years old. Please do this, 
and oblige, with respect, yours. 

William Vans. 
The above letter met the contempt and si- 
lence the other had done. Then wrote Mra. 
Catherine Codman a letter, as follows : 

Boston^ November, 1822* 
Madam, — In great distress for clothes and 
money, — just returned from the Chickasaw 
nation, — take the liberty to ask of you what I 
have asked of your sons, 100 dollars each, in all 
300 dollars, — with this sUm can retire to the 
country, and live on it. As Dr. Codman ac- 
knowledged to me his uncle Richard had my 
property — you also acknowledged it by the 
receipt for 600 dollars given to you, therefore, 
as a lady the world says is charitable, hope 
my request will be granted, that will oblige, 
with great respect, your humble servant, 

William Vans% 
To all these letters no answer or notice was 
taken by these people, yet continued to write 
in a very humble manner until the month of 
June 1823, when, finding nothing to be got 
from this family but insult and contempt, I 
wrote the Rev. John Codman a letter as fol- 
lows, viz : — 

Boston, 6 June, 1 823. 

Rev. Sir, — ^You and the world know your 

father and uncle were condemned at all the 

f^urts in France, as co-partners, to pay me 

45,416 Uvres rents per year, standing on the 
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gr^ai book of the public debt of France, that 
amottQtecl in 181 S, to 370^000 0il?er dollars. 
TJM^e jodgment8 are on public reccml at Pa- 
ris in France. This money I lent, and placed 
in trust at tbeir house in Paris, tiiat you and 
the heirs have refused lo pay, saying the liini- 
tfttioa law barred my debt This places me 
in a cjruel situation, wUhout bread or clothes, 
ma4€ a i^gar by your family ^ on the contrary 
Y^m are fich uiilA my fMney^ a minister of God, 
report says chariUAle and religious^ — able to 
pay v^j-^o Um and tbe world will speak of 
the act as nobh^^^mr doing what the law has 
M0t comp^ed you to do. This your £a.ther 
would ha^e do»e kad he hved. You knowing 
Ae ordered in hds last mil, that aH his debts 
fii^ould be paid before you or hds heirs touch a 
^e«it. I repeat, soosething must be done, or 
naisery may produce insanity, an act follow 
that may make you miserable. 

William Vans, 
The above fetter Ber. Dr. Codmaa answer- 
ed as follows z 

Dorchester, 19 July, 1823. 
Mr. William Vans, Sir, — On my return 
from a journey of several weeks, I found two 
letters, one ancmymous, and one with your sig- 
nature, both however, I presume from your- 
self, containing the most singular and unheard 
of direats. I know not in what respect I have 
ever injured you, that could justify such let- 
ters, csdculated to alarm my family during my 
absence willi the danger of being burni alive in 
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their peaceful dwelling. You must be sensl^ 
ble, in your cooler moments, that threats like 
these are not calculated to have their intend- 
ed effect Much sooner should I. be disposed 
to offer you that charity which you request, if 
the application for it were made in some other 
way. As to your pretended claim on my fa- 
^ler^s estate, you well know it has not only been 
rejected by law, but relinquished by your own 
act, in consideration of 600 dollars paid you 
by Mrs. Codman, on the express condition of 
your givmg us no further trouble. As a man, 
however, I feel for your distress, shall be will- 
ing to do any thing reasonable to relieve you, 
as any other necessitous fellow creature. The 
only objection / ever had to afford you chafitO" 
ble aid was, it might be construed into an ad- 
mission of your pretended claim. Were this 
perfectly understood, I should have no objec- 
tion, with others, to contribute to your relief, 
if the association should be made in a manner 
consistent, not accompanied with threats, like 
those in your letter. Desirous of making ^ 
reasonable allowance for your singular con- 
duct, I am, &c. 

Signed, John Codman. 

Soon as me foregoing letter was received, 
I wrote the Rev. John Codman an answer, as 
follows : — 

Boston, 22 July, 1823. 

Sir, — ^Your esteemed favour 19 July, 1823, 
was received, — ^am ready to comply with the 
request made in that letter, do every thing you 



' 



69 

mad your fiy&ily wish me to do. At the Miiifi 
tiaie, permit me to express my surprise at your 
receiving an anonymous letter, you say was 
written by me, although it had neither date or 
signature* My letter to you of the 6 June, 
was shown to persons who said it was proper, 
not threatening. I confess it gave me pain to' 
find a different meaning put on that letter, 
from the one intended ; for when I saw you in 
Dorchester, told you my claim,'! considered 
barred for the present, did not call to demand 
payment, only to bcMrrow or beg money, as my 
distress was great. Permit me then to re- 
peat, I am ready to sign any paper you or your 
ramily may write, upon condition they pay me 
what may be agreed on. Please thep state 
in what way this business is to be done. It 
shaJl be done to your satisfaction, when and 
where you may think proper to appoint, and 
ohhge. Rev. Sir, your ob't serv't. 

William Vans. 
I now ask the public if there is any thing 
improper in the above letter. Waiting to re- 
ceive an answer, was surprised by a letter 
from the Hon. Daniel Webster. 

Boston, 2 Augusts 1^^. / 
Mr. William Vance, Sir. — ^The Rev. Dr. 
Codman, of Dorchester, has consulted me on 
the subject of two letters addressed to him, 
one bearing your signature, dated 6 June, the 
other anonymous, without signature, or date. I 
hav9 felt it my duty to advise him. Writing and 
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»ndmg th#0e lettere im^ an iddiotable offime^^ 
Mr. C^man has no difipoaitiofi,--*-Hions^deiia^ 
the excitement under which yoa may have 
written these letters, — to proceed with seveii*- 
^against you; but you must understands he* 
exercises this forbearance, from feeling aa m^ 
dulgenee to your distressed circumstipceii^;* 
and has directed me to enclose you a pmseiitt 
of 20l dollars, and observe no more eoPfe»- 
pondence can^take place between you.^ Yoa 
must distinctly understaiid, that these I(^ten» 
will be made the subject of a legal proceeding:; 
the moment he has reason to complain of yxwr^ 
conduct towards him. Your humble serv^%> 

Daniel WsBSXEEi 
The above letter shows the Codman family^ 
did not think Vans too jpoor, lau)<, and coiOsmp^ 
tible^ to merit their notice, it being evtdJsiit 
they wanted me indicted if the Hon. Daniel 
Webster could have done it ; but his goodtSen^MP 
told him there was not a jury in Massachusetts 
would ind a bill against me for vmUng truth. 
On receiving Mr. Webster's letter, answered' 

. Am, I had the most profound respect for his 
opinion, did not believe a^ jury could be foimd. 

" Mfc jfessachuse tts to indict me for writing truth 
io IK Rev. John Codman* Then wrote the 
Parson a letter. Extract as follows :--*- 

Boston, 7 August^^ 1528. 
Ret. BiTLj — Expecting from you a' fadmk biti 
of 1 000 dollars, judge of my surprise at reoeiv- 
ing a letter from Mr. Webster, iii£(^iiin@;pie 

r 

i 



61 

you had shown him two letters, one without dfite 
or si^ature^anon^mou^, the other dated 6 June, 
signed William Vans, — ^his opinion writing and 
sending these letters was indictable. This as- 
sertion might frightjen chickens, but old cocks, 
who have seen every quarter of the globe, 
kept good company as any in it, who has been 
fraudulently robbed q/* 460,000 silver dollars by 
your family, is not to be told, at sixty years of 
age, the meaning of words. You have done 
well to take wit in your anger, consider the 
expense it will cost to prove, with all the mo- 
ney got from me you cannot prove — knowing 
there is rwt 9. jury in America will find me 
guilty of a libel or writing a lie, you knowing 
trMh is no lie. As to the anonymous letter 
you speak of, find it strange you say it was 
written by me, when it had neither date or sig- 
nature. But, Reverend Sir, enough has been 
said on this subject, — will observe on your 
letter dated 19 July, 1823. In that letter you 
are pleased to say, " The Codman family will 
be willing* to^do something as charity,^^ your 
only objection, " it might be construed into an 
admission of my pretended claim.^^ This as- 
surance was not expected from you Sir. Is 
my debt a pretended one ? Are the judgments 
obtained in France condemning your father 
and uncle to pay my claim ? Is this a pretence 
ox fact? How is a debt known ? Not by asser- 
tion. When a court competent determines, it 
is conclusive evidence the debt is just. No 
man knows better than you, your father owed 

6 
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me this money^ although you find it conve- 
nient to call it a pretended claim. Perhaps 
you consider the receipt given your amiable 
mother for 500 dollars, a discharge for 370,000 
dollars. This she and you know was never 
considered a discharge, — as I refused giving 
her the original papers R. G. Amory asked for^ 
when I answered, the papers are mine, if a 
crack is open for my claim, I will work my 
whole body through and get pcud, — ^this yon 
know to be true, as the origitUil papers are in 
my possession. Now Sir, as I proved your fit- 
ther John Cod man and his brother Richard 
co-partners, by judgments rendered in France. 
The receipt given Mrs. Codman upon con^ 
dition they were not co-partners, is not a diij- 
charge, will not he considered 50 by a jury 
in America, any more than the 20 dollars given 
me by the Hon. Daniel Webster, as a present 
from^ot«,~I guessed was the fee giv^n him 
by you to prosecute and indict me. But Sir, 
I am tired of w$ir, ask peace, on such temss 
as you can give with honor, and request 100 
dollars to buy clothes to visit you, that wSi 
oblige your servant, William Vans. 

I also wrote to the Qodman family more 
than one hundred letters at different times. 
One as follows : — , 

Bo^n, October, 182S. 

Rev. Sir, — ^By this time you know my opi- 
nion of your religion and principles ; you also 
know, ijf your father had lived he wouM have 
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paid me, as he ordered in his will all his debts 
paid before his heirs touched a cent. Yet you 
sir, with the Executor, kept me in France until 
you expected my demand was barred by law, 
that you might keep my property. This fraud 
is seen in every transaction since your father's 
dej^th, particularly in your letter to me, under 
date 23 July, 1823 ; in that letter you proposed 
to settle something on me, but observe you do 
not know how to do it, then go to Mr. Webster, 
request him to get me indicted. Was this, sir, 
acting like an honest man? — ^was it like a 
Christian, doing as your Divine Master did ? 
No sir, it was acting as the Prince of Darkness 
would have done. These truths you cannot 
deny. If you can, gratify the public and your 
satelites by answering this book. Let the truth 
or falsehood be known. Do not cover your 
iniqui^fi duplicity, and fraud, by saying, Vans 
is too poor and low to merit your notice, when 
you and your amiable relation John Lowell, 
Esq. knows my family were among the most 
ancient and respectable in Amcurica. Many 
of them, dead, were men of large property, 
who never robbed or did an Mt dishonest. 

William Vans. 
In the month of November, 1826, wrote 
Mrs. Codman a letter, as follows : — 

Boston, 27 November, 1826* 
Madam, — At different times you have re- 
ceived letters from me, that have not been an- 
swer^ or noticed. The law, at present^ may 
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not oblige you and your family to pay me, ncr 
your conscience permit you to do justice. The 
time will come, God will justify the steps I 
take to enforce payment. The last book sent 
you contained 120 pages; I am writing ano- 
ther of 130 pages, with engravings, stewing 
the frauds practised by you and the heirs of 
John & Richard Codman, that will be placed 
before the public, unless I am paid 4,000 dol- 
lars per year during my life, that can be 
bought with one yearns interest on the capital 
you and your family have received from me. 
If you and the heirs consent to do this, will 
give up all original papers, quit the State. 
We have been at war long enough, — ask peace 
on terms you can give with honor. But re- 
member, do not put too much confidence in 
the advice of brother Lowell, it will lead to 
error. Let your good sense govern ; act on 
principles of honor and justice ; fear no one ; 
comply with my request, and oblige. Madam, 

William Vans. 

Being in want of clothes, called on Mr. 
Wilson,>manufacturer of clothes, requested him 
to take my order on the Rev. John Codman 
of Dorchester for 50 dollars, if he paid it, to 
make me a suit. Mr. Wilson presented the 
draft to Doctor Codman, who refused pay- 
ment, saying I annoyed him with drafts and 
letters. In consequence of this refusal I wrote 
the Rev. Doctor a letter. An Extract as fol- 
lows : — 
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To the ReT. John Codroan, Doctor of his 
Church in Dorchester^ State of Massachusetts. 

" I dare do all that may become a man, 
Who dares do more is none."^-fiHAKS8PEARE. 

Boston J 6 Juncy 1826. 

Sir, — ^Mr. Wibon said you declined accept- 
ing my draft for 50 dollars, to pay for clothes 
I wanted more than the gospel wanted your 
misnicHiary assistance. In a former letter told 
you a book was writing by me of 120 pages, 
with engravings, containing copies of letters, 
soliciting, in a humble manner, payment of a 
^nall part o( my debt, with your answer to 
those letters. When 1 asked bread, you sent 
DE^ a stone, when money, you treated my re- 
quest with the hauteur of a purse proud doc- 
tor of divinity. The time has arrived I cease 
to consider you a minister of the Most High, 
but a scoundrel, that receives property final 
judgments say was fraudulently taken from 
me. This you know to be true. It is a maxim 
in law, receivers of stolen goods are bad as the 
thief. In a word mV, the worW will be inform- 
ed by my book, of the depravity of you and 
your family, who keep 370,000 dollars of 
my money. If this assertion is not true, 
indict and prosecute me for a libel. You 
knowing that all I have written is truth, do not 
like to hear, as it proves you a villain. Re- 
member sir, God will justify the steps I take 
to prevent you from enjoying my property. I 
say and swear it^ — not that I mean to threaten 

6* 
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or frighten you, I despise you too much to use 
threats. Mr. Wilson informed me 1 annoyed 
you, meaning my letters troubled and vexed 
you. I am not surprised your conscience is 
smitten at this robbery, it being a fact well 
known, the property you live on, with 
1000 dollars you gave for a doctor's cap, and 
other institutions, to buy the name of generous 
Doctor Codman, came from me, — no good 
moral man would keep, particularly a man who 
professes the Christian religion. Show this let- 
ter to the Hon. Daniel Webster, — ^see if he will 
assist you to do injustice^ or countenance your 
frcmd. He is an honest man ; you cannot 
bribe him with my money. Being convinced 
my death will give you and your family plea- 
sure ; but there is a just God, wno sees your 
wickedness, will force you and them to do 
justice. Until this moment I have treated you 
with the respect dt^ a minister of our holy 
religion. Your infamous conduct obliges me 
to ten you I consider you a rascal, ^nd place 
this letter in my book, the world may see it. 

1 am, sir, &c. &c. 

William Vans. 
P. S. Know, sir, I am the great-grand-son 
of Dr. Pemberton, formerly minister of the 
Old South church. Had he seen you enter 
his desk, would have said, Codm^anj go out, 
— you preach one thing, practice another; 
have received property stolen from my great- 
grand-son — you know it. God is just. If you 
do not pay him, the time is not far distant, 
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when you will be called to give an account 
of the' deeds done in the body. — Hear pro- 
nounced- that dreadful sentence of the law, 
depart from me into everlasting fire, prepared 
for the devil and his angels. Hear this and 
tremble. — Do justice, before it is too late. 

I have been asked, where I got my money, 
have answered the question in this book. 
Now ask the Rev. Doctor .and his family, 
where they got their property. This they do 
not choose to answer. I will answer — tell 
them how they got their fortune — a truth 
is the Rev. Doctor and his brother Charles 
R. Codman nef)er earnt a cerUy — great part of 
the property they enjoy was taken from Wil- 
liam Vans, by their father and uncle Rich- 
ard Codman, who were co-partners, condemn- 
ed in a court of justice, for fraudulently 
taking this property, they never denied in 
print, although I have published more than 
2,000 books, stating these facts. It is this 
property taken from me by deception and fraud j 
that you and your brother Charles live on and 
distribute over the state. Yet both refused to 
give me a suit of clothes to cover my naked- 
ness. Be just before you are generous, is my 
maxim. In a little time, intend to visit you — 
meet you face to lace — tell you truths that will 
not please ; as I do not fear you or your fa- 
mily ; — know sir, the man who tells you 
these truths, dare do any thing to obtain jus- 
tice. I have applyed to almost all the prin- 
ters to notice this robbery, have been refused, 
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they fearing the Codmans and connectkuifl, 
would withdraw their subecriptions ;'*~that 
obliges me to publish this tranmction in boobs. 
Now place an extract of my letter to C« R. 
Codman, as follows, viz :«^ 

Bastonj 27 July, 1826. 
Sir,— 

I drew on you in fevor of Mr. Bowen, 
ICM) dollars to pay for clothes. This draft you 
read, examined~-aj9pearfcf much agitated , said 
you had nothing to do with it^ — u>as surprised 
— ^should not pay it Examining Walker's 
dictionary, find ^he word surprise means un- 
expected, unawares, perplexed by somiething 
suddenly done. You being in this state, ac- 
counts for the agitation and reply to Mr. Bow- 
en.— A guilty concience wants no accuser— 
you knowing your father and uncle R. Cod- 
man were condemned in different courts in 
France by final judgments, for fraudulently 
taking this property, is on public record at 
the courts in France, nerer denied by your 
family in print. Yet you, sir, with your broth- 
er Dr. Codman and mother, received 370,000 
dollars, fraudulently taken from me; — ^yoa 
know it. With what face can you, sir, say to 
Mr. Bowen, you had nothing to do with my 
draft, knowing the property you live on came 
firom me — ^your father's Executor placed in 
your hands in direct violation to his last will, 
(that says,) pay all my debts. Yet you, sir, 
knowing this, keep my property. The day is 
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not far distant, you will be glad to throw up 
this property. It is this property gives you' 
rank among those who warship the golden calf. 
One would have expected a man who consid- 
ers himself a gentleman, knowing my distress- 
ed situation, made so by you and your family, 
would have paid the paltry sum of 100 dc^lars. 
Yet you, a miser, with a head empty as my 
pockets, without honor or principle, refused 
payment, when nearly all you possess^ was tak- 
en from me,— 2^01^ know it. Some persons 
have said, your letter to Doctor Codman 
is severe. His religion prevents his cal- 
ling you to account, you dare not write C^ R. 
Codman such a letter, he would give yoii a 
drubbing. Answered, I am 63 years old^ if 
he will drub me, he shall have a receipt in full 
of my claim on his family. Yet, sir^ 1 am no 
hdly. There is a way gentlemen settle 
disputes. — In this way, my claims can be set^ 
tied. The epithets used in my letter, are 
meant for all the Codman family, who have 
received property taken from me hy fraud. 
This is on record in the courts at Paris. Yet 
you are pleased to say, I am a slanderer. Ask 
why you do not prosecute me. Do yourself 
justice, if TiWiat I have written is not true. — If 
true, you and your family ought to be kicked 
out of society, for keeping property taken 
from me by fraud. This you know is true. 
I am told your family say, judgments may 
be had in France for money. If this as- 
sertion is true, how comes your father did \not 
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buy such a judgment as he wanted ? He had 
all hU own end my moneys to enable him to do 
it. Yet with all the influence money gave 
him, he never gained a sttitj was always con- 
demned to pay my demand. This proves the 
courts of France pure as those of Massachu- 
setts. These truths I sell to get bread. Now 
make you an offer for settlement ? John & 
Richard Codman were condemned at the 
courts in France to pay me for property 
placed in their hands, HI 90,000 

Of this sum, 180,000 dollars was 
five per cent Fr^ich government 
stock, that gave me 9,000 dollars 
per year, for 26 years, at simj^ in- 
terest, is 234,000 

Eicpenses of law suit, carried on 
in France, for nine years, "with du* 
ties, stamps, and otfe^er charges to a 
large amount, will only cail it 26,006 

Dollars 460,00& 

This capital, 4it 6 per cent, gives 27,000 
dollars pex year. For tiins sum I ask 4,000 • 
per year during my life. Being 64 years old, 
cannot remain long here to recMve it. If 
your family consent to pay this sum, I will 
give up all original papers, leave the state, be 
satisfied. These are the terms I now oflbr, 
and am, what is customary to say. 

Your humble Servant, 

William Vans. 



^ 
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I now address a letter to Mrs. Codman, that 
will show she and her children had a greater 
portion of the estates left by her husband, than 
the Rev. John and Charles R. Coduian, who 
were the children of the first wife. 

BoBtm, July, 1827. 
It has been said to me, Madam, you ought 
not to blanie Mrs. Codman if you are not paid, 
die and her children received very little of 
John Codman's property, except that part left 
her and the children by her father Mr. Amo- 
ry. This assertion is an err^,-— the will shows 
it. I have it before me, it begins, *< Pay aH 
my debts. Item.-^! give my wife Ca&erine 
Codman my mansion house iir Hanover-street, 
with the furniture, silver plate, linen, &e. also 
my new chariot, horses, coache, chaise, &c. 
&c. &c. &c. I also give, for her nse and bene- 
fit, three thousand dollars per year, to be secured 
an my personal pri^erty. Item.— I give my son 
John Codman my wharf, and stores thereon, 
also the land and house in Wilson's lane, with 
the estate in Comhill, late my fathers ; also 
the farm and buildings in Lincoln, bought of 
Ephraim WestcMi. Item.— *I give to C. R. 
Codman that large farm in Lincoln, with the 
buildings thereon; also the land bought of 
Farrar, with the lands at Sudbury and Prince- 
town, &c. &c. I also give him my estate in 
Kilby-street and Lindal's lane, with my shares 
in Charles Rwer Bridge, Item. — I give my 
sisters, Abigail and Pamel, my house and land 
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in Sudbury street, also 2,500 doUars.'' After 
giving a number of small legacies, he goes on, 
says, ^^ Jny estate that may come to me from Mr. 
Amory, my father-in-law^ I give to his daugh' 
ter, my wife Catherine Codman, and her ckiJr 
dren.^^ The will then says, " As to all ihe rest 
of. my estate whateDer^ I give and devise the 
same to all my children in eqaai partsJ^ It is 
then evident, John Codman considered his 
house, furniture, silver plate, carriages, horses, 
&c. and 3000 dollars per year, with the pro- 
perty .of your father Amory, equal to your 
thirds of his property, as at your death it goes 
to your children, — no part to John or Charles^ 
they not being your children but in law. I ain 
convinced the bank shares, U. S. stock, ves« 
sels, houses, and land, not enumerated in the 
will, gives you and your children an equal 
share, if not more than John and Charles 
had. Let any one examine the inventory and 
will at the Probate Office, they will find 1 lun 
hght, and place this statement before the 
public that the truth may be known. Being 
in Dorchester a few days since, a gentleman 
said, Mrs. Codman had very little of her bus* 
band's estates. I replied, you are mistaken ; 
he answered I am positive. This conversa- 
tion induced me to place this- letter in my 
book. The truth may be known by looking 
at the will and inventory. It is a farce in you 
to say, Madam, with an income of above 
30,000 dollars per year, your children are 
obliged to go into the western country, get a 
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iiving,--'they had nothing of their oum. The 
will shows the assertion not true. They have 
a right to that part left them in the will by 
their father, which is very considerable. Yet, 
Madam, with all your finesse and sense, yon 
eannot deceive me. I know your motive in 
circulating this report to justify your keeping 
my property ;— as you know welly if your hus^ 
band^s debts had been paid, the 3000 dollars 
per year, with the house and furniture in Han- 
over-street, would have been a large part of 
John Codman's estate ; yet you and your, chil- 
dren have all your father Amory's property, 
with bank shares, government stock, houses, 
and lands, you would not have had if your hus- 
band's debts were paid. These facts you can- 
not deny ; they may be seen at the Register 
of Deeds and Probate offices. Nor will any 
one beUeve your brothers Lowell and Amory, 
lawyers, cunning as serpents, let you and your 
cfaiMlren take less of their father's estate than 
the law will give them. I am satisfied you 
and your children have got their full part. 
You had better, then, speak truth, give the 
true reason why my deM has not been paid-^ 
oblige, Madam, 

an injured citizen, 

William Vans. 

P. S. Value of property left to you and 
your children by the last will and testament of 
5ohn Codman, Esq. deceased :— 

1 
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First J Horses, chariot, carriage, sil- 
ver plate, linen, furaiture, &c. value, 
about, in doUahi 10,000 

The large tavern house in Hanover* 
street, with the land and buildings 
thereon 60,000 

The large tavern and land in Ann- 
street 45,000 

House in Pearl-street, sold for 12,000 

Property received from ycwir rela- 
tions, and father Amory, about 100,000 

Three thousand dollars per year, 
secured on the personal property of 
your husband, 60,000 

If 287,000 

That portion of John Codman^s estate furi 
mentianea in Ihe mll^ consisting of money, 
houses, vessels, and lands, bank stock, and 
public fonds, are, by willj to be divided among 
all the children of John Codman, that makes 
the value of property ^ou and your children 
now hold, more than 30,000 doUai^ per year, 
incame. Any pereon who wants to know this 
fact, let him look at the Probate office, Regis- 
ter of Deeds, Loan office and banks. Yet this 
religious lady has told many persons she and 
her, children had nothing from John Codman's 
estate, as John and Charles, children of the 
first wife, gid it alL 

The six allegations made by Stephen Cod- 
man, Executor, and heirs, have been answered 
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in this nairative. Now reply to a letter writ- 
ten in 1805, by John Lowell, Esq. to me, that 
shows Stephen Codman knew of my debt in 
two years after the death of John Codman. 
A number of gentlemen seeing Mr. Lowell's 
letter in my book, saidy he is friendly to youj — 
wishes a compromise, — I replied he appeared 
so, — had made great inquiry in France re* 
specting my debt while in Paris,— presumed 
he found it just, as he wrote Stephen Cod- 
man, Ex-ecutor, to authorize a compromise, 
and told me in Paris^ after his return from 
Switzerland, he had received a letter from Ste- 
phen Codman, requesting him not to meddle 
in this business; whether Stephen Codman 
communicated his intention in regard to me, 
is for John Lowell, Esq. to inform the public. 
Placing LoweWs letter in my book offended 
him, as appears by a letter from him to Charles 
R. Codman, saying I perverted the meaning 
of his letter to me in 1 805. The public will 
judge if he has not perverted the meaning of 
his ovm letter in the letter written to Charles 
R. Codman. 

Boston J March, 1824. 
C. R. Codman, Esq. 

Dear Sir, — ^William Vans has lately pub- 
lished a new edition of his slanders against 
your family. It is now no longer a question 
of interest in a pecuniary point of view, he has 
long since deliberately and solemnly renounc- 
ed all pretension to right, but he has attempt- 
ed to impeach the purity, and even the mo- 
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rality of your excellent brother Doctor Cod- 
man, thereby endeavouring, — us far as the 
slanders of such a man mil go^ — ^to dimmish 
his just weight in a profession of the highest 
importance, and upon the unsullied reputation 
of which a very important portion of our na- 
tional and individual happiness depends. Enr 
tirely unsolicited by any of your family, I think 
it my duty to state the real facts in the case ; 
not that I would have it to be inferred it is 
proper an appeal should be made to the pub- 
lic, but that you should have the testimony of 
a disinterested ttntntss^ to be used whenever it 
may be necessary. No man now living has 
so intimate knowledge of the facts in the case 
as 1 have. It was by my advice that your fa- 
ther dissolved the co-partnership in 1798, and 
published that dissolution in the public ,pa- 
pers, two years before the contract of R. C. 
with Vans, was entered into. Neither Vans nor 
R. C. at the time of malting that contract, 
conceived that your father was a party to it 
Three years after the contract was made, your 
father went to France to secure his own debt 
against your uncle. He saw Vans often, and 
corresponded with him, he made no preten- 
sions to any claim against your father, who 
was then opulent. Your father's letter to 
Vans, published in the pamphlet, so far from 
proving your father considered himself a party 
to the contract, proves the very reverse ; it 
proves, and no evidence can be better, that 
he considered it a private concern of Richard 
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Codman with Vans. A letter from me is als# 
produced. There never was a greater per- 
version of facts and well known and admitted 
truths than producing that letter in evidence, 
that I admitted Vans had any claim whatever 
on your father's estate. The truth is, your 
father went to France to secure a large debt 
due to him by his brother,— he obtained from 
R. C. deeds of large estates in France. Sub- 
sequent to this conveyance to secure a debt 
entirely just. Vans attached the estate so con- 
veyed to your father, for a private debt due to 
him from R. C. The only question in the 
courts of France was, whether John Codman, 
your father, being one creditor, and Vans ano- 
ther creditor, which should hold the estate. I 
was requested, on my arrival in France, to in- 
quire whether the claims of Vans against R. 
C. were just, and whether your father's estate 
could be benefited from that source. There 
never was a question agitated as to your fa- 
ther's personal responsibility for the debt. Mr. 
V. proposed to me, that if the executor of 
your father would pay 20,000 dollars, he would 
release the estate attached, honestly conveyed 
to your father, valued, as Vans said, at 80,000 
dollars, leaving to your family 60,000. It was 
to this compromise I referred in my letter to 
him. It was simply how much you should 
acquire or gain, not how much your father 
should pay. This is the simple state of the 
question. With this explanation my letter is 
intelligible ; without it, becomes perfect non 
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flense ; for, after Baying I had advised the ex- 
ecutor to empower me to make « compromise^ I 
add instantly, that much ought not to be hoped 
for, after paying all charges ; evidently show- 
ing that the simple question between me and 
Vans was, how much your family should le^ 
ceive, not how much they should pay. 

I now solemnly declare that such was my 
own understanding at the time — such my dis- 
tinct declaration to Mr. V. — ^that this took 
jrface two years before the statute of limita- 
tions took effect, and when Mr. Vans had nm- 
pie time to see your father's executor^ If he 
had a shadow of a claim, nothing prev^sfeed 
him from leaving France for these two yearo, 
certainly nothing from directing suits to be 
brought here. But convinced that he never 
had any legal or equitable claim against your 
father, — and that he never had any such daim 
either equitable or legal, I am convinced, — to 
attempt to injure the just fame of your brother, 
then a minor^ having no agency in the settle- 
ment of the estate, deserves the reprobation 
which every man of virtue and just feelings 
bestows upon it. 

Signed^ John Lowei^l. 

The two letters in this book, written by 
John Lowell, Esq. brother-in-law to Mrs. Cod- 
man, proves Stephen Codman, executor, knew 
of my demand on John & Richard Codmaa, 
in two years after the death of John Codnmn. 
These letters I review, — begin with Lowell's 
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letter to C. R. Codman, in 1824, that says, 
*^ WiUiam Vans has published a new edition of 
his danders on your family." Slander means 
lies ; therefore, as Lowell calls me a li ar, he 
must permit me to give him back the lie-^'^do 
n0t mean to follow him, but heap coals of Jire 
on his head, not to burn him up^ only teach 
him to speak truth, use the language of a gen- 
tleman. Lowell goes on, says 9 ^'Vans has 
long since deliberately and solemnly renounc- 
ed aU pretension to right. ^^ I ask Lowell what 
was the right renounced by me ? ^' He has at- 
tempted to impeach the purity of your excel- 
l^it brother Doctor Codman, thereby endeav- 
ouring, as far as the slanders [or lies] of such 
a man will go.^^^^ We pause here, ask the 
Ri^ Hon* John Lowell, £sq. who this Wil- 
liam Vans iSf he speaks, of with swh marked 
contempt ? Lowell knows well, the family of 
Vans are as ancient and respectable as any in 
America. He then goes on and says, ^' En- 
tirely unsolicited by any of your family," — 
.here then Lowell insults me again^ without a 
request or pretence frcnn sister Codman, to 
show the public he can write. This was 
known long ago by the Boston Rebel ; yet 
Lowell is called by his party, a man of talents. 
If h^ is J the two letters written to Charles R. 
Codnmn and me^ prove him not a man of truth. 
These letters contradict each other, are a 
composition of errors from beginning to end, 
evidently written to deceive &e public. In 
his letter to C. R. Codman he says, " Your 
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father dissolved the co-partnership with Rich- 
ard Codman in 1798, two year^ before the con- 
tract made by Vans with Richard Codman," 
This assertion is proved not true in an extract 
of a letter written at Paris by Richard Cod- 
man, to me in Hamburg, while detained there 
to get a passage to America, in the year 1799, 
is as follows. 

" Paris J Ventose^ or March, 1799. Mr. Vans, 
I am favoured with yours of 6 Feb'y, observe 
the extravagant freight demanded for a vessel 
has made you give up the project of shipping 
gin. Perhaps it is as well not to ship it. I 
take due note of all you say with respect to 
Mr. Nott. Mr. Rose has not made his ap- 
pearance, when I see him will do the needful, 
and I take due notice of your good opinion of 
inscriptions, — shall shortly replace the 8,415 
livres rents, borrowed of Mrs. Vans. If a sale 
can be made of your houses, the proceeds shall 
he invested in them. Signed, 

Richard Codman." 

Does not the above letter prove two things ? 
First, there were placed in the house of John 
& Richard Codman in Paris,, a large property, 
* before I left France on the first day of Janua* 
ry , 1 799 ; of course, this property was in the 
hands of Richard Codman m Daccwfter, 1798, 
only seven or eight months ctfier the dissolution 
put in the Centinel at Boston by John Cod- 
man, instead of two years, as John Lowell, Esq. 
says in his letter to Charles R. Codman.— 
Second, that Richard Codman borrowed of Mrs. 
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Vans the 8,415 livres rents* The spoliations 
made on our commerce by the French, all in- 
tercourse between the countries was stopped^ 
— no way of getting to America but by Hol- 
land or Hamburg, at the time I left Paris on 
the first day4>f January 1799. It is evident, 
^Aen, Richard Codman, in France, did not know 
John Codman in Boston put the notice in the 
Centinel ; nor was it known in France, as no 
notice was given there of the dissolution of the 
co-partnership of John & Richard Codman. 
The judgment rendered at Dreux^ in 1802, 
says, ^' Considering John & Richard Codman 
were co-partners by an act made at Boston in 
1791, ttM was never dissolved in France^ the 
court condemns them, as co-partners, to pay 
Vans the rents due, and coming due, with 
expenses, until paid," that amounted in 1818, 
to upwards of 370,000 dollars. Lowell then 
goes on, " Three years after the contract made 
by Richard Codman with Vans^ John Codman 
went to France, saw Vans often, yet he maie 
no claim on your father j who was then opulent J^ 
That Lowell should make this assertion asto- 
nishes me, when he saw the letter written by 
John Codman in France, to me at Paris, in 
1801, with my answer to that letter in this 
book. These two letters he acknowledges 
he saw, in his letter to Charles R. Codman. 

In my letter to John Codman, dated Plu- 
viose, in 1821, I say, " Do not fear for my 
money, can prove you co-partners. '' If John 
Codman was opulent as Lowell says, Richard 
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Cod man must have been opulent^ as three fiftfai 
of the property left by John Codman was ac- 
quired by John & Richard, during the time 
they were co-partners; and Richard Codman 
left to his two sisters 20,000 dollars, when he 
iiedj although he was made a bankrupt, said 
not to be worth a cent* I now ask Stephen 
Codman the Executor^ why was not this pro- 
perty given to me as part payment of my 
debt, instead of his sisters ? The answer is 
plain. The Codmans and Amorys think it 
more honorable to defraud their creditors, than 
pay their debts. This has been done by Rich« 
ard Codman, who was made bankrupt in 1 802 
or 3, to cheat me of my property placed in the 
hands of John & Richard Codman, when I 
left France for America. It was this property 
Richard Codman took to pay the bills of ex- 
change drawn by John Codman at Boston ^n 
Richard in France ; yet John Codman di^ 
leaving 600,000 dollars, Richard dies, Stephen 
Codman, Executor, and heirs say, did not leave 
a cent ; yet the Executor Stephen Codman, 
gives a bond to the Probate Office for 20,000, 
to furnish an inventory of property left by Richr 
ard Codman. This inventory has not yet been 
produced, and presume never will be. 

Now come to that part of Lowell's letter to 
C. R. Codman, that says, " A letter from me 
is produced, there never was a greater |?eraier- 
sion of facts than producing that letter in evi- 
dence. The truth is,'' says Lowell, " your fa^ 
ther went to France, (this is true) to secure a 
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kurge debt di$e him from Richard Codman, 
(this is false,^ he obtained from Richard Cod- 
man deeds ot large estates in France." This 
assertion, master Lowell, is not true. Richard 
Codman never gave John Codman a deed in 
France. It is true, Richard Codman, fearing 
all the property standing in his name would be 
attached by me, made an act before a notary^ 
that said he owed John Codman 110,000 li- 
yres, by balance of account. With this act 
John Codman attached the property in the 
name of Richard before I obtained a judgment. 
Soon as my judgment was rendered, I attached 
the estates standinginthe name of Richard, and 
commenced a suit at law in Meaux and Dreux, 
in 1802, to prove John & Richard Codman co- 
partners, — did prove it, when the court, after 
watting three years for the accounts to justify 
the notarial act, annulled it ; as they did not, 
would not, or could not produce the account, 
knowing it would prove them co-partners. 
Therefore, Lowell has attempted to give a 
meaning to his letter to Charles R. Codman^ 
there is no appearance of truth to justify. Every 
peiBon who reads these letters must see the 
contradiction in them, as Lowell in his letter 
to me in 1806, says, " I have written Stephen 
Codman, J^ecutor, recommended he should 
authorize a compromise, have not given, nor 
shall not give an opinion as to quantum, not 
having the information necessary to ground 
such an opinion." Yet he says in 1824, to 
C* R. Codman, <^ No man now living knows 
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so much of the business of Codman and VaBS 
as I do.^^ How did you know it, master Low^ 
ell ? as John Codman died in 1803, and fan 
say in your letter to me in 1 806, you knew no- 
thing about it. How, then, did you know all 
about it in 1 824 ? You also say in your letter to 
C. R. Codman in 1824, " I was requested, oa 
my arrival in France, to inquire if the claim 
of Vans YfBsjust, if your father^ $ estate could be 
benefited by that source." Here theuj is tmo^ 
ther contradiction. If John Codman were not 
co-partner with Richard Codman, as Lowell 
and Mrs. Codman saysj how could John Cod- 
man's estate be benefited by Richard Cod- 
man's property before his debts were paid ? Yet 
Lowell, Amory, Stephen Codman, Executor, 
and heirs, all say Richard Codman was a bank- 
rupt in 1802. The contradictions in <Ae two 
letters of LoweU to Charles R. Codman and 
myself will be seen,— convince the public Low- 
ell's connexion with Mrs. Codman by mar- 
riage makes him forget truth. 

He then goes on, ^* Your father did not con- 
sider himself a party to the contract between 
Vans and Codman ; he considered it a private 
transaction between them." Yet^ if it had been 
a profitable one, no doubt John Codman would 
have claimed his part as co-partner ; if it was 
unproftabley John had nothing to do with it. 
Yet when business done by Richard was goad^ 
it was for the co-partnership; when body it 
belonged to the private account of Richard 
Codman. This is good logic for LoweU an< 
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Amory as long as they can get any person to 
believe it 

Lowell further say$j ^^ Vans had ample time 
to see your father's Executor, nothing pre- 
vented his coming to America, or bringing 
mits there." Wellj Lowell, suppose all you 
mny.truey will that justify Rev. John Codman, 
and heirs, keeping my property because I did 
not ask for it according to law ? have they suf- 
fered, any ina>nvenience by my not calling for 
it ? can your logic justify them in keeping my 
property, knt and placed in the hands of their 
father and uncle in trust ? No, Mr. Lowell, 
there is not an honest man will justly this 
fnmd. This debt was contracted in France, 
according to laws there ; it was proper a judg- 
ment should be taken where the debt originate 
ed, to fix its vahie ; had I come to America 
without this judgment, the Executor and heirs 
would say, your demand is for old paper money 
of no value, you know it ; go back, get a judgment 
if you can, to fix its value. One hundred indi- 
viduals have said to me, the Codmans say your 
demand is for old paper money, of no value* 
This Ue proves me right in taking these judg- 
ments. A gentleman in Massachusetts Bank 
told me, Mr. Amory says you have no claim 
on John Codman, he was not co-partner with 
Richard. If this assertion is true, why will 
not the heirs consent to go into court, let aspe- 
jeial jury say if John & Richard Codman were 
poi co-partners ? This is the best reply I can 
[make, as judgments rendered in France all say 

8 
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John & Richard Codman were co-partBen. 
" But," says Lowell, <^ to injure the just 
reputation of your brodier, then a miner.^ 
This mistake may he seen at the Probate oAce, 
as the Rer. John Codman teas not a minar in 
1803, when his father died. These assertkms 
made by Lowell, must convince every one he 
does not always speak truth, — being mformed 
his influence prevented the Codmans settling 
with me, and doing justice. This fact I can 
prove when called on. A gentlemen said, 
you are severe on Doctor Codman. I an- 
swered, if what is written is m^ true, why does 
he not prosecute, — he replied, what good will 
that do. I observed, he went to Mr. Webster, 
requested him to get me indicted, this is seen 
by Webster's letter in this Bookj^ — ^he and John 
Lowell both know it cannot be done,— all that 
is written is truth, and Mo libel. But LoweH^ ' 
letter to C. R. Codman shows his principles , 
not so correct as have been represented. If 
Lowell is the upright^ disinterested man he pre* 
tends^ then he is bound as an honourable man,^ 
to say to the Codman family, pay Mr. Vai 
4,000 dollars per year, his property was taki 
by Richard Codman in France to pay the WIl 
drawn on him by your father. Let John Low^ 
ell do thisy I will say he is an honest man. B\ 
until the Codmans do this, I shall repeat, the; 
owe me 46,415 livres rents per year, standinj 
on the great book of the public debt of Fran< 
with expenses i.nd duties, that atnounts, 
1827, to upwards of 450,000 dollars. 
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SooB as these judgments were obtained, 1 
left France for America. On my arrival ap- 
plied to judge Jackson to prosecute the Exec- 
ute and heirs, when he gave it as his opin-* 
ion, my debt was barred by the limitation law 
-^^^Imt said, ^ If you petition the General Court 
they have power to grant it' I then wrote a 
petition, an extract as foUows : 

The petition of William Vans, native cit* 
izen of Massachusetts, showetb, he placed in 
tiie han4s of Richard Codman in France, a 
large property^ proved in the Courts of Justice 
ther€*^^John Codman of Boston was co-part- 
ner, trading under the signature of liidhard 
Codman, in France, for account of John & 
Richard Codman. They were both condemn- 
ed as co*partners at the courts in France, to 
pay me 45,415 iivres l^nts per year, that now 
amounts to upwards 1,500,000 Iivres. With 
these judgments, your petitioner came to 
America in 1810, was told by his council, 
John & Richard Codman being dead^ a suit 
ought to have been commenced in America, 
against the Executor, in four years after the 
deaths of John & Richard Codman. As I had 
jiot done it, my claim was barred by law. 
Therefore your petitioner prays this honora- 
ble body to grant him liberty to go into court, 
prove John & Richard Codman co-partners 
in France, in the transactions with him and 
your petitioner, as in duty bound will ever 
pray, William Vans. 
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This petition was referred to the committee 
on new trials^ who reported William Vans had 

no claim on John Codman, ^have leave 

to withdraw his petition. This singular 
report induced me to ask Mr. Strong, chair- 
man of the committee, if it did not appear to 
the committee, there was a large debt due Vans 
from Richard Codman ? Mr. Strong replied, 
" certainly Richard Codman owes you large 
sums of money," — gave me a certificate as 
follows : 

Boston^ June 13, 1813. 
At the request of William Vans, I certify, 
it appeared to the committee of new trials, 
which I was one, that Mr. Vans had large 
claims on Richard Codman, in judgments ren- 
dered at the Court of Appeal in Paris in 
France, — there was no evidence before the 
committee, that this demand had been paid. 

Signedj 

Two of the commit' > Solomon Stronq. 
tee (fnew trials, ) W. B. Banister. 

This certificate, signed by two of the com- 
mittee, who reported against my petition, in- 
duced me to request of Mr. Strong and Ban- 
ister to state upon what principle the commit- 
tee made this report, they acknowledged / 
had judgments in France, that said John ^ 
Richard Codman were co-partners. I also said 
to the committee, if John & Richard Codman 
will produce their books, do not prove them co- 
partners, I will give up my debt. Yet Stephen 
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Codman^ Executor, refiised to produce them. 
— Never have or would produce them. Well 
knowing ^fV books would prove them co-part-- 
ners. I then asked Mr. Strong and Banister, tf 
the judgments rendered in France did not say 
John & Richard Codman were co-partners ? 
tiiey 6aft answered, <^ the committee did not ex- 
amine that question. It' is then clear this 
conunittee dtd not act on my petition, although 
they reported against me ; — But acknowledge 
by this certificate, Richard Codman owed Vans 
large sums of money, and was co-partner with 
John Codman. Y^i say Vans had no claim on 
John Codman, in direct contradiction to the 
judgments rendered in France. This evasion 
and contradiction in this report, must convince 
all honest men, the report of this committee 
was not correct. I have great reason to com- 
plain of them, — as they granted an individual 
in Worcester county his petition — the same as 
mine; — yet refased ms. When the petition 
granted to the Worcester man came before 
the Supreme Court, they said the General 
Court had no right to grant these petiticms — 
it was unconstitutional. I have been examin- 
ing the Bill of Rights and Constitution, — do 
not find any power given to the Suprems Court, 
to say a law made by the General Court is un- 
constitutional. Chapter 3> — Article 2, the 
Constitution says, " Each branch of- the Leg- 
islature, the Governor and Council, have au- 
thority to ask the opinions of the Justices of 
th(^ Supreme Court, on important law ques- 

8* 
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tions.— jB<^< the judges have no right to give 
an opinion unless asked. 

Having presented petition on petition more 
than seven years to the General Court, al- 
ways refused, concluded , not to petition any 
more. 

Now relate a conversation that took place 
between the Rev. Dr. Codman and myself at 
his bouse in Dorchester. — ^Meeting William 
Dall, Esq. of this city, he asked me if I had 
been able to get any part of my claim from 
the Codmans. 1 answered, no^ not a eent. 
He said, have you applied to Doct. Codman ? 
I replied, not since my return to America. Mr. 
Dall then said, < he is religious and cfaarita* 
ble ; if he knew your distress, would relieve 
you.' Then told Mr. Dall I had seen him in 
France with Barney Smith, Esq. ; — did not 
expect much from him. Yet, as he recom- 
mended my going to see him — I will go ; — 
went to Mr. Niles, took a carriage that carri- 
ed me to Dorchester. Presented myself be- 
fore Dr. Codman, was received with his usu- 
al politeness; told him my distress and unmt 
of money. The Rev. Dr. said he had no mo- 
ney, but observed, he knew his uncle R%d%ard 
Codman owed me a large debt ; — his father had 
nothing to do with it. I answered, your father 
was condemned in all the Courts in France, 
as co-partner to pay roe this debt. It was 
the opinion of Chief Justice Parsons, John & 
Richard Codman were co-partners. The 
Rev. Dr. said he did not think so. I thm told 
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bimf if he was so sure they were not compart- 
nersy why not go . into court — let twelve maa 
say whether they were co-partners or twrf, m- 
^dd of pleading the limitation law ? The 
Rev. Doctor said it was the easiest way of 
getting rid of the question. This shews the 
justice and morality of this reverend Divine. 
I then asked him for two dollars to pay Mr. 
Niles for. the carriage I arrived in. He re- 
peated, he had no money, but more claims than 
money. He then requested me to take some 
WUM. — I declined and left him. 

Some months after, being hard pushed for 
money, wrote the Rev. Doctor, made use of 
language he catted threatening. This letter 
he placed before the Hon. Daniel Webster 
for advice and assistance. The consequence 
was, Mr. Webster wrote me a letter, and sent 
in it 20 dollars, as a present from Dr. Cod- 
man. This proves the Rev. Dr. wanted to get 
me indicted ; or he would not have called on 
Mr. Webster, nor given the 20 dollars. — This 
act shows Codman did not consider me too 
poor and insignificant, to merit his notice — as 
he told a lady in Dorchester I was. And pre- 
sume the 20 dollars enclosed by Mr. Webster, 
as a present ; — I guess was the fee given by 
the Rev. Doctor, to get me indicted. But 
this is only guessing. Nearly all I have writ- 
ten, is only a compilation of what Amory, 
Lowell and Codmans have said and wrote, 
that proves John & Richard Codman were co- 
partners, owed me in 18279 upwards of 450,000 
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Sliver ddttars. There is no assertion made or 
written by me, but a voucher is produced to 
justify it. This has not been done by the 
Codmans, Lowells, or Amorys. They consider 
their solemn declaration sufficient to prove any 
thing and every thing they may assert. This 
may satisfy their friends, but does not coa- 
vince me» The Reports in circulation by 
Codman and his family are, William Vans is a 
French democrat, Robespierest, a vagabond. 
This was told me by a lady in Dorchester. 
Another lady asked the Doctor who this man 
W€^ with such large claims on his father. ^ 
The Rev. Doctor said he did not know — ^was 

f3ing to France to get information. As the 
arson has been and returned, we hope he 
will inform this lady who this French demo*- 
crat is ; be ready to pay him the debt he owes, 
and do justice. Notwithstanding the pretend* 
ed ignorance of this religious Jesuit or monk, 
he knows me well, having seen me at his fa- 
ther's table. Also in France, with Barney 
Smith, Esq. when I requested him as one of 
the heirs, to stop the law suits carrying on by 
the Executor in France. The Rev. Doctor 
said he had no power, only to get information, 
make it known to his uncle, the Executor, This 
he did do, on his return to America, and is 
another proof oS Htm fraud committed by Ste- 
phen Codman and heirs, who kept me there^ 
that they might plead the limitation law. Yet 
the Codman family, their friends and satelites, 
say judgments can be bought in Dr<mce with 
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money. If this assertion is true, why did not 
John ^ Richard Codman buy such a judgment 
as they wanted ? — they had all their own and 
my money^ yet never gained a suit. 

This illiberal and unjust reflection, shows 
the character of the Codmans, well as the 
unjust reflection made on a nation where jus- 
tice is administered, well as in America, par- 
ticularly to strangers. There is a delicacy to 
foreigners I never saw in any other country. 
Now place the routine of justice in the courts 
of France. — You begin at the Court of Com- 
merce, if your suit is commercial. Three 
judges set. If your cause is important, two 
more are added. From this court you appeal 
to the Court of First Instance, so called, where 
three judges set. If your cause is of conse- 
quence, there will set seven judges. From 
this court you appeal to the Court of Appeal 
in Paris, where thirteen judges set — never less 
than eleven. From this Court you can carry 
it up tathe Law Court, called Cassation, of 
twenty-five judges. In all these courts, the 
judges are different men. You have more 
than fifty judges, who set on your cause. 

This mode of distributing justice, I think 
better thiain one judge, who sets on the bench 
—annuls the verdict of a jury, makes a law 
question, where he sets again^ as one of the 
judges. 

This appears not right. A jury ought to be 
judges of law and fact, so far as to do justice. 
This was the case in former times, ought 
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to be so now, accorduig to the Coiustitnlan 1 

and Bill of Righto, that says^ a maai shall be 
tried by a jury. 

I now repeat a conversation that took place 
at Paris in 1801, bMween John Cadman and 
myself: 

Beitig invited to dine with hinh cloth re-* 
moved, toine on table, — John Codman saH^ \ 
^ Mr. VanSf is there no way to settle yow 
claim on us ?' Replied, return me the prop^ 
erty in nature^ lent and placed in your honse 
in trusty when I went to America. Mr. Cod* 
man answered, it was impossible^ as the^iufe 
had risen to nearly par. ^ But if yoa will take 
such property, as we have in France, y€«i ^al 
b9 paid.' I then named four estates. He 
replied^ * you shaD have them ;' when Richard 
Codman, who was at table said^ one of those 
estates he had promised Mr. Reeamie. John 
Codmar answered, 'mtk warmth^ Recamia had 
not gol the estate,*— he saw no reason why 
Vans could not have it ;-^}et tki^ hu^m/ess bg 
settled. Richard Codman said, it could not 
he done ; — left the room* John Codman then 
said, ' my brother is a scoundrel ; has ruined 
me. — Breakfast with me to-morrow ; you shall 
have the estates.' I breakfasted with him 
alone. Mr. Codman then observed, he had 
been speaking with Richard, who saidj * if we 
go to law, Vans will only recover the amount 
these fi'.nds were sold for^ that did rkot am^onnt 
to half the value of these estates.^ Yet said Mr* 
Codman, ^ if you will take the three I o^red 
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ed, the tteee estates are nol worth one quar- 
ter of my debt. If we go to law, you will be 
eoBdemaed to deli?er me 45,415 livres rents 
per year, lent and placed ib your hands in trust 
—•bad BO right to sell or make use of, as I did 
net owe you a ceni. John Codman replied, 
the transactkm u)as with Richard ; he must set- 
He k^ as he meant to leave France in a few 
days. We Iften parted. 

I commenced a suit at law, when John & 
Richard Codman as co-partners, were finally 
eoBdensBed to pay my demand. 

Since my retum to Boston, have been told 
Mrs. Codman smd the family were willing to 
do something for Vans, but feared it will be 
acknowledging the debt. This absurd obser- 
vation, I dfd n^ expect from the good sense of 
Mrs. Codman. 

'First, has she not paid me 500 dollars for a 
receipt ? Does not her paying to get her hus- 
band clear J prove she considered John & Rich- 
ard Codman co-partners ? If they were naf, 
what had Mrs, Codman to do in this transac- 
tion? How then can Mrs. Codman say^ if 
Vans is allowed a stipend, it will be acknowl- 
edging the debtj any more than another per- 
son ; sending .him 600 dollars, as the receipt 
says John Codman was not co-partner with 
iUehard^ of course owed me nothing. Yet ev- 
ery person who reads this statement imll be 
convinced John & Richard Codman were co- 
partners, and their heirs owed me in 1818, the 
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mm of S70,000 dollus. Y^t if die Codnmi 
family wished to assast me, it couU be done 
in a thousand toaps^ without my knowiag^ anbf 
guessing it. This the family will not do^ her 
iBg conscious they awe me tihis debt* Make 
nse of this language to evade payment, and 
deceive the public. Yet there are. tha$e^ who 
ask, ' what do you expect^ by publishing this 
transaction ? (My answer j) show the canduct 
of this family ; and do away the lies circulat- 
ed by them. 

Being in the law Office of a g^atleman, Mr. 
F. Amory entered as I left the office. He 
observed, that was Mr. Vans. (The reply,) it 
was — complains very nmch of the Codman 
family. He answered, Mr. Vai^ has no ri^ 
to complain of John Codman's family ; Rich^ 
ard Codman owed Mr. Vans large sna^ 
John Codman had nothing to do with it. This 
conversation was told me the next day ; and 
shows the lies made by this family^ to awindte 
and defraud me of my property, — has induced 
me to place this book before the public, that 
every person may know the truth. See if I 
have not- proved John & Richard Codnaan co*^ 
partners; — ^^who owed me when they died^ 
45,415 livres rents per year ; standing on tj^ 
Great Book of the Public Debt of France ; 
that amounted — principle, interest, duties and 
expenses of law suits to the y0ar 1827, up** 
wards of 450,000 silver dollars. This sum 
Stephen Codman, Executor and fa^s, all 
know they owe me ; never having jjetii^ it in 
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print. Tiie great number df observations 
made on my claim, diverts me. One says, it 
was not. Dr. Codman that took your money ; 
it was his &ther and uncle. I replied, it was 
taJien by swindling and fraud ; declared so 
by final judgments. As the Rev. Dr. knows 
he has got my {Hoperty, the receivers of stolen 
goods are bad as the thief. This is a maxim 
in law. 

On the return of the Rev. John Codman 
from Europe to Dorchester, where he had 
been to see if the claims of Vans on his &mily 
were just, and if Vans owed any debts there 
he could buy. On the first Sabbath after his 
return, he preached to his parishioners on the 
morality of the French nation; — smd^ in 
fais-sermon, they were the most depraved^ im- 
n9oral people in Europe. A man whose win-* 
dows are glass, m*st be careful how he throws 
stones — ^as judgments in France say his father 
and uncle made fraudulent Mts^ to cheat their 
true and lawful creditors. I will ask^ what is 
fraud but theft ? It is this judgment made the 
Rev. Dr. so severe on the French nation in his 
desk, he feeling the receivers of stolen goods 
where bad as the thief. This stolen property 
— got by fraud, duplicity, and deception, the 
religious and charitable John Codman keeps, 
instead of paying the debts of his father, as 
he ordered in his last will. Yet this man has 
dared to . impeach the morality of a nation, 
much better in their morals, than be — as gold 
is better than tin. Vice and virtue are dif- 

9 
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ferent in Turkey and America. In Turkey a 
man keeps several wives and many concu- 
bines ; this the bible justifies. In America, a 
man with more than one wife, is despised ; — 
looses his rank in society. In Turkey, the 
Turks give to the poor ; receive them in their 
houses, if in distress. This they say, their re- 
Ugion orders them to do. In America^ a man 
made poor by misfortune, is despised and shun- 
ned by his acquaintance. This proves there 
Bxe different customs all over the world ; and , 
the Rev. Dr. had better leave the morals of oth- \ 
ers— attend to his own ; — learn to do justice ; 
to his neighbour, that he may do justice. to 
him. His preaching may then do some good. 
For when people see a minister practice what 
he preaches, they follow his example. — Bui 
when they see him preach one thing* — do an- 
other, they douht his religion and morality, as ^ 
well they might. 

* But when I sigh, and with a piece of scripture, 
Tell them that uod bids us do good for evi]-«> 
And thus I clothe my naked villany 
With old odd ends, stolen forth of holy writ, 
And seem a saint, when most I play the devil.' 

Shak. 

Having been absent many years from Amer- 
ica, some persons usked, ti^Ao i^ this William 
Vans that lost so much money by the Cod- 
mans ? This question has been answered by i 
the Hon. John Lowell, Mrs. Catherine Cod- ' 
man, the Rev. Dr. Codman of -Dorchester^ 
with the Codmans and Amory family, that / 
was an old French democrat, a drunkard, gai&- 
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bier, and one very little known in Boston.* 
Far this re^on, give a short history of my 
Kfe, that the public may know all ahout this 
French Democrat — where he was bornj and 
who his family and connections are. 

On the 22d day of February, 1763, at 4 
o'clock on a cold Winter's morning, made 
my appearance in thi^ troublesome world at 
Salemy county of Essex, and state of Massa- 
chusetts. My grand-father was a merchant 
in Boston, married the daughter of the Rev. 
Dr. Pemherton^ minister of the Old South 
Church in Boston. My father went to Salem, 
married, resided there, doing business as a 
merchant, was well known to the Hon. John 
Coffin Jones, and William Gray^ Esq. who 
said to me, some years since, your father did 
a world of business ; — ^was an honest man. 
In the year 1776, was placed in the counting 
house of a merchant in Boston, resided with 
him five years ; then returned to Salem — liv- 
ed there until peace with England in 1783. 
Being then 20 years old, my father said, if 
you choose to be my partner, gp to Lon- 
don, bring to Salem many goods as you please. 
I went to London, returned with large quan- 
tities of goods. * In the year 1786, being then 
22 years of age, Elias H. Derby, a nderchant 
of the first respectability in the U. States, re- 
quested me to go Super Cargo of his ship 
Gnmd Turk, to India and Chma. This be* 
ing the first American ship to the Isle of 

880663 
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Francey from thence through the elsraits of 
Malacca, at the town of Malacca, — ^then to 
Canton in China. Found there^ ship ^m- 
prefi8, of China, Capt, Green, owned by Ro^ 
bert Morris and others, of Philadelphia ; ship 
Hope, of New -York, Cap. James Magee, and 
Capt. Truxton, in a ship belonging to Pbila* 
delphia. These vessels all arrived at Canton 
that season. The Grand Turk was fortunate 
in her vc^age, returned to Salem with a foil 
cargo of India and China goods, that gave^ 
three capitals for the one carried out. Sooa 
after my return, went into partnership witii 
Jonathan Freeman in Boston. We fitted out 
our brig Cadet for India, gave the command 
to Jonathan Carnes. TUs brig, owned by 
Freeman & Vans, tjoas the first vessel from th^ 
U. States at Ben Coolen, Tappannooly, Mo- 
co Moco, Padang, and' other ports on the 
west coast of Sumatra^ where I bought cassia^ 
cinnamon, camphire, pepper, gum Benjamin, 
gold dust, and other goods. Opened a trade 
with that Island — has been so beneficial to 
the United States ; — ^particularly to the town 
of Salem. In the year 1789, arrived at 
Boston from India in our brig Cadet. Left it 
again for London^ in November, 1789. Arriv- 
ed there, did business as a merchant, sending 
to Freeman & Vans large quantities of piece 
goods, and other merchandize ; until October» 
1793, when I left London for Boston, arrived 

there in the month of December, that 

year. Freeman & Vans bought of Elias H« 
Derby, Hon. William Gray, Nathaniel West 
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and dthers, coffee, cotton, oil, &c.-^put tbem 
on board the dup Fabeiui, at Salem, in De- 
cetkhety 1793,-^as will appear by the Costom 
House books there, — aaUed for Hamburg ott 
the first day of January, 1794 ; — arrived there 
~*bought the ship Mercury, Benjamin Glover, 
Captain, loaded her for France ;-*-arrived 
ther^ in April, sold the cargo to the French 
Government for 120,000 dollars \ — made a 
profit of 60,000 silver dollars. Remained in 
France doing business, made and lost large 
sums of money. Between September, 1794, 
and the month of June, 1795, Freeman & Vans 
lost the following vessels and cargoes, sent by 
Freeman & Vans from Boston : 

First — ship Mary and cargo, Stephen De- 
blois, super cargo— schooner Lafayette and 
cargo of piece goods — also, a brig and cargo, 
bbuglit of William Gray, Esq. This vessel 
Mr. Freeman took passage bound to Ham- 
burg- — was last All this property when lost 
was worth $120,000 

, William Vans sent their brig to 
Bordeaux — was loaded by Mr. Fen- 
mek, our consul there, bound to Ham- 
btirg, taken by the English and con- 
demned^ value 16,000 

Freeman & Vans bought 40,000 
dollal^ of Rhode Island soldier's 
notes, paid for them ; — now not worth 
a centf 16,000 

#151,000 

•9* 
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Amount brought over, 161 ,000 

Freeman & Vans sold Bulfinch & 
Storer, merchants in this city, piece 
goods, that amounted to 20,000 

These goods they never paid a 
cent for ; — and Geo. Storer said, in 
presence of B. Guild, Esq. — if I sued 
him, he would plead the limitation 
law, — as the Coamans had done. 

Freeman & Vans lost by sixty indi- 
viduals, bankrupts, and those who 
pled the limitation law, 80,000 

Dollars 251,000 
William Vans has now due to him 
from the Rev. John Codman, of 
Dorchester, C. R. Codman of Bos- 
ton, and Mrs. Catherine Codman 
and her children, heirs of John & 
Richard Codman, the sum of 45,415 
livres rents per year, meaning French 
government, 5 per cent stock, that 
amounts, principle, interest, and ex- 
penses of law suits, in 1827, to up- 
wards of 450,000 



Dollars 701, OOOi 

I 

This property, the heirs of John and Ricb-^ 
ard Codman are endeavoring to defraud Vandr 
of, by deception and villany, this narrative- 
shows. To prove these facts, William Vani. 
can produce written vouchers ; — ^is ready and 
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WJBkig to show them to every individual that 
will tdce the trouble to look at them. Free- 
man & Vans were never bankrupts, and 
eould not have lost this money, if they had 
not got it, C^n prove to the satisfaction of 
all honest men, they have done business in> 
Asia, Africa, Europe and America, for mil* 
lk>ns. — This is truth. William Vans. 

Freeman & Vans were sole owners of the 
following ships and vessels in the ports of 
France during the years 1794 and 1795 : 

Ship Mercury — ^Benjamin Glover of Nan- 
tucket ; ship David, of 400 tons ; ship Mar- 
gareta ; ship Harmony ; Brig Sally Ann ; 
schooner Lucy ; one quarter of ship Jefferson,. 
Capt. Roberts, on north west coast ; a new 
copper bottom ship at Breast, — a cargo of 
hemp, iron, and duck, sent by Vans from Rus- 
sia to Freeman & Vans, in 1 794, on board the 
chartered ship Narcissus, of Portsmouth, — 
The Custom House books, in Boston^ will 
show it 

William Vans bought in France the follow* 
ing emigrant estates : 

1. The emigrant estate called Gensey, in 
Piekardy — gave an income of 10,000 hvres 
per year or about, in dollars, ^2,000 

The Chateau and farm at Abl<Mig, 500 

The do, do. at Bobour, 800 

The do. do. at Dammar- 

tia, 600 



Dollars 3,80Q 
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Vans Bought the Emigrant HetoU ntimted in. 
the centre of Paris, belonging to the Prince 

of 9 that covered one and three quarter 

acres of land, facing Lille-street^ on one fiide» 
Universette-st. on the other side* This Hotel, 
out houses, stable, garden, &c. are now worth 
upwards 150,000 dollars. This estate was 
sold by my order, for 32,098 livres rent per 
year ; called tier constdide, during the tkae I 
was in America, by John and Richard Cod- 
man, as stated in this book. 

The business done by Freeman & Vans, be- 
tween April, 1794, and June 1796, with P. 
Godeffroy, one of first merchants^ in Hamburg 
— ^was two millions, one hunderd and twenty 
five thousand marcs banco, equal to 650,000 
dollars, to their credit; and William Vans^pre-^ 
sumes Freeman & Vans, merchants, as well 
known in Asia, Africa, Europe and America, 
as John & Richard Codman. Yet John Low- 
ell, the Amorys and Cod mans have said. Vans 
is too poor and low to merit their notice. For 
this reason, I make this statement, that every 
person may know William Vans, where he got^ 
and how he lost his money. 

During my residence in France, Became 
acquainted with a young lady, daughter of a 
merchant in Havre. This lady I married. 
The custom t5, when a gentleman marries, to 
make a settlement on the lady, for the benefit 
of her and children. In conformity to an- 
cient usage, I made a settlement on Mrs. Vans 
of 25,245 livres per year, standing on the 



105 

gireat £ook of the public debt of France, eqaal 
to 6,000 dollars per year. This debt, the nation- 
al convention reduced in 1797, to one third its 
cafutaL It was tii£n called tier Consolide, or 
the consolidated debt of France, that reduced 
the rent of Mrs. Vans to 8415 livres per year- 
It was this rent she lent Richard Codman, as 
already stated. The obligation given by him 
for this rentf Stephen Codman, the Executor, 
dared to say no value was given for it. This 
slander or lie, is confuted in this book. 

In the second year of the French Republic, 
(1794) living in Paris, waiting payment of a 
debt due from the French Government, — a 
friend requested m^ to be present at the mu- 
Bioipality, see him married. — While the con* 
tract of marriage was writing, news arrived, a 
dispute had taken place in the convention, by 
Robespiere, (saying) more heads were wanting 
the Republic in danger by faction-*-^ party in 
the Convention knew who Robespiere meant, 
by this harangue. It was soon known the 
heads of one party must go. One side was 
Robespiere, Couthon, St. Just, and others. 
— On the other was Tallian, Barras, Legen-- 
dre, and others. Each party wanted to get 
the other arrested. The TaUian party succeed- 
ed in arresting the Robespierean — ordered 
them to prkon. On arriving, the jailor (crea^ 
ture) of Robespiere, refused to receive them, 
—sent them to the municipality, who were al-> 
so the creatures of Robespiere, placed there 
by him* During the time my friend's act w$u| 
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writing, Robespiere and his party arrived. 
The marriage being finished, we left the mu- 
nicipality about 6 o'clock. Soon as we were 
gone, the mayor, aldermen and common coun- 
cil, ,with the commander of the National 
Guards, (general Heniio) met, and proposed 
to go with the armed force, sieze the Convene 
tionj and turn them out, (as Cromwell) had 
done. Before this could be executed, the Con- 
vention hearing Robespiere not in prison, tak- 
ing measures to attack them, passed a vote 
putting him and party out of the law, — ap- 
pointed Barras, commander of the armed force, 
to sieze him and all concerned with him. On 
the arrival of Barras at the municipality, he 
found them debating. Soon as Robespiere 
heard he was put out of the law— ^Jrew a pis- 
tol from his pocket, attempted to shoot him- 
self, only shot away part of his jaw. They 
were then arrested, carried to court, to be 
known ; — from thence to the guillotine, with 
the members of the municipality, who married 
my friend on 8 Thermidore. I saw the heads 
of Robespiere and his party all taken off,' the 
9 Thermidore. Thus ended the reign of 
terror. 

A few days after the death of Robespiere^ 
Mr. Monroe, minister from the United States, 
arrived in France. Was received by the Con- 
vention in a very handsome manner. His in- 
fluence with the government induced them to 
liberate Madam Lafayette from prison — give 
a padsport to her and children^ she might /oin 
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her husband General Lo^ye^e^—deliver a let* 
ter written by Geo. Washington, President of 
the United States, to the Emperor of Germa* 
ny* I had the honor to dine with Madam La- 
fayette at Mr. Monroes, previous to her de- 
parture for Germany. Mr. Monroe also ob- 
tained the release from prison of Thomas Paine, 
author of a book called Common Sense, — 
made himself very pupular with the French Go- 
vernment, while he resided at Paris, as minister 
from the U. States to the French Republic. 
In the year 1826, I was informed, a paper 
written by R. G. Amory, was going the rounds 
of banks, reading rooms, and insurance offices 
— that said John Codman t£;a^ not co-partner 
with Richard ; — did not owe Vans a cent. 
This statement requested to see — ivas re- 
fused by Mr. Amory, then addressed him a 
: letter as follows : 

Boston^ September y 1826. 
R. G. Amory, Sir, — Some months past, was 
told, a paper had been placed in the Mass. 
Bank, written by you, (saying) John & Rich- 
ard Codraan were not co-partners— of course 
John Codman did not owe me a cent. — That 
you should make this statement, astonishes 
me ; you hdiving seen final judgments rendered 

• in France, condemning John ^ Richard Cod- 
' man as co-partners, to pay me 45,4 15 livres rents 

• per year, standing x>n the great Book of the 
puUic Debt of France, that amounted in 1818, 

. to upwards of 37O,D00 silver dollars. How 
then can you say John Codman was not co- 
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partner with Richard— did not owe ma a cent; 
when you know my assertk>n is truth. Yoii 
dare not deny in print, but sculk in banks, 
reading rooms, and insurance offices, making 
statements in the dark, that will n^t bare the 
light. As I can confute ihem^ if y(»i have any 
honor, place your statement before the pub- 
lic. Will then prove it ^/afae,-— as the letter 
written by your excellent brother Lowell to C. 
R. Codman, to persuade honorable men, John 
& Richard Codman were not co^partners, did 
not owe me a cent. 

William Vans. 

I again repeat the last will of John Cod- 
man, says, " pay all my debts.^^ These 

debts not being paid, the heirs have no right 
to his property until they are paid. Yet they 
keep this property by duplicity, deception, and 
fraudy this statement proves. 

At the winter session of the General Court 
in 1 826, I presented a petition, praying leave 
to prosecute my debt in the Supreme Court, 
against the Executor and heirs of John & 
Richard Codman, to obtain judgments, as I 
had done in France. This petition was refer- 
red to a committee on the judiciary, who said 
they had read my book, their opinion as law- 
yers, was, the Executor and heirs had com- 
mitted ^awc?. — That fraud was never out-low- 
ed 6r barred by law ; — / had a right to etUer 
my action in court ; have a trial. This I mean 
to do, and deraaiu^ to be tried by a jury of mr 
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^low citizetis ;-'*-^that the Bill oC Rights and 
Constitution guarantees to me. 

The Reverend John Codman, also inform- 
ed a lady of his chttrch^ he w€is going to Eu- 
rope— 'get information who the old French- 
man wasj that made such large claims on his 
father's estaJ:es, with his conduct on board the 
ship he came from England in ; ako the excel- 
lent advice given to Mr. Sabine, with the no- 
tice taken of him by Dr. Walcott — the poet 
commonly called Peter Pindar, in vol. 4, page 
442, with other notorious characters, viz : 

'' Angelsy and ministers of grace, defend us ; 
What, Copley, dost thou hither send us 1 
Is it a goblin dam'd, who in his dark hole^ 
Just been dining on pitch and charcole ? 
Zounds, — ^'tis, a man, jet a very odd man-*- 
Ladies and gentl^neo, 'lis Parson Codm^fi^ 

Squire Copley, was it meant in fun. 
To fabricate this thing forlorn t 
What has the unhappy parson done-— 
That thou should hang him up to scorn t 
Perchance *twas modesty to impart 
Thy humble knowledge in the art ;- — 
Yet certain proofs — the bard incline 
To think this virtue never thine." 

4 

This letter I address to Stephen CodmaB; 
fts Executor, and all the Codman family who 
received property taken from me hj fraud. 

Boston, 30th July, 1827« 
The world knows, sir, you and the heirs of 
John & Richard Codnuan, have slandered and 

10 
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cktcnldAed fal$e reports of my tranmetions wkh 
your brothers ; — hace one and aU said m Bankis 
and to different individualsr^-'WiUiain Vana 
was insane^^^runkard^ — French democrat, and 
gambler ;— that Jc4in & Richard Codnmn n^t^ 
er received any value for the notes Richard 
Codman gave me ;*^~I had left Englandf 
run to France, and cheated my creditors of 
large sums. These are lies told by the Cod-* 
man family^ to injure my character, and jus^ 
fy their jrmd. You also said, in \9QA, the 
Rev. Dr. Codman gave me large sums, and 
in presence of the Hon. Joseph Bartlett — 
the Codman family had sent me ccmsiderable 
sums of money. These assertions you do 
know arefutsej as I never received ^ cent from 
you or the Codman family^ except the ^fling 
sums mentioned in my books. Now request 
you and the family to put in print what the]r 
have said. It shall then be noticed in a way 
the truth wiU be known. No man^ however 
high, low, rich, or poor, sliould be allowed to 
defame the chs^racter of another. You know- 
ing what is written to be tr%^, cannot deny« 
Yet have done all yon could do^ to defraud 
and destroy me— for the crime of lending and 
placing in trust, all my property-^(^yau keep) 
-^and say, the taw wiU not oblige as to pay it. 
This is the teligk)nf tfifMahty, and honesty^ of 
the Bev^ John Codman of Dorchester, with 
his brother C. R. Codman, the charitahle 
religious widow Codman^ and childrMi, who 
receive 69,000 doHam per year immte from 
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fifoperty'diat can be seen in banks, loaB and 
register of deedB' offices. This property loot 
wortib, at the time John & Richard Codman 
died^ about 500,000 dollars. — ^But owing td 
the sale of John -Codman's Mrfaarf, and the t^ 
creased value of real estates, with the accum- 
ulation of interest for 25 years, is now worth 
Bear 976,000 dollars. The diflference of these 
sums^ the ^eiTB have gained by JraUd and de-^ 
cesiion^ in keeping my proper^, lent and jdac' 
ea in trust ; — ^yet with all this property, refuse 
paying my debt — a sacred deposit — not a mer- 
cantile transaction. Yet the time will arrive^ 
I shall have a trial by jury of my fellow citi- 
zens, the Constitution and Bill of Rights guar- 
antees to me — ^receive from them a judgment 
tlutt will do justice to an injured individual, 
whose property has been fraudulently kept 
from him under pretence of law, by the Exe- 
cutor and heirs of John & Richard Codman. 
If this statement is not true, I ought be put 
in state prison; but if true, the Codman 
family ought to be kicked out of society as 
robbers. To know the truth or falsehood, let 
rae be tried by a jury ; that justice may be 
done to the injured party, is the prayer of 

William Vans. 

P. S. In the year 1810, I arrived at Bos- 
t<m, demanded payment of my debt of the 
Codmans ; — ^was answered, John & Richard 
Codman were not co-partners — ^the limitation 
law barred my demand. I then petitioned 
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the General Court for seren years ; was al^ 
ways refused. Finding nothing to be got 
from the £xecutor and heirs, requested Gen. 
Winslow to Mk Mrs. Codman for 600 dollars, 
that was paid me, on my signing a receipt 
stated in this book ; which receipt said John 
4r Richard Codman were not co-partners. It 
now appears the family agree they were 
co-partners ; and say^ your receipt grven Mrs* 
CcMlman for 500 dollars, was a full discharge 
for your liquidated debt of 370,000 dollam, 
that has been obtained by lyings dece^ion and' 
frauds as this statement shows. Yet if a jury^ 
sdi,y it is a. discharge, I will be silent ; but until 
they do— shall vsay, J. & R. Cokiman were co- 
partners, proved so by judgments which an- 
nuls the receipt given Mrs. Godmah, (thai says) 
John & Richard Codman (were not co-part^ 
nersj) having proved they were^ the receipt 
becomes null and void. 

Now finish this book, by a dedication^ not to 
the rich made by the industry of their, ances- 
tois ; not to the rich made by limitation laws 
and bankrujptcies ; not to toad eaters, who as- 
sociate with rich bankrupts ; but to the honest 
merchant, farmer, mechanic and shop keeper, 
who examine things as they pass — / dedicate 
this book. 
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act of co-partnership made at Boston in 1791, and 
says they made fraudulent acts to cheat their true 
and lawful creditors. R. G. Amory, lawyer, and 
brother to Mrs. Godman, took a copy of it — ^knows ^ 
this statement to be true, pages . 3, 6, 25 

9. The obligation for 8,415 livres rents, given by 
Richard Codman to Vans, page ... 

4L Obligation for 100,000 liyres rmis provissior given 
tp Vans by Richi^d Codman, page ... 9 

&. A judgment condemning John di> Richard Codman 
in 1801 and 1802, to pay Vans 32,098 livres rents 
per year, that amounted to 240,0€O dollars, in the 
7ear 1818, page . : • 8, 2S 

6. Letter from John Codman in Paris, to Vans, daSsd 

11 Pluviose, 9 year— or 1801, page . 10, 11 

7. Vans's letter in reply to John Codman, page 11 
9. The aUegati<ms made by Stephen Codman, Exe- 
cutor^ and heirs, for not paying Vans, page « 12 

9. Notifieatkm put in the Centuiel at Boston, by John 
Codman,^ pi^e 14 

\0. Proofs of copartnership of John A& Rkhcrd Ood> 
man, page / « 13 to 24 

11. Pmres the liimta^n iKwdaesmi aftd ought 9M 
to b(tr Vans ; it beang done by frmud moA deeep- 
' tion; page ...... Sttlo39 

10. John Lowell's letter to Vans in 1805, page* . 37 
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13. Letter from Vans to Stepken Codman^ Execotor, 38 

14. Certificate of John Codman's death in 1803, p. 39 

15. Receipt given to Mr& Codman by Vcms for 500 
dollars on condition John & Richard Codman 
were not co-partners, page . . .41 

16. Letter from William Vans Murray to Vans, p. 50 

17. Vans's^rs^ letter to the Rev. John Codman, after 

his retorn from Chickasaw nation, page 55 

18. Vans's letter to C. R. Codman, . ' 55 

19. Vans's letter to Mrs. C. Codman, page 56 

20. Letter fi'om the Rev. John Codman to Vans, 19th 
July, 1823, page 57, 58 

21. Vans's reply to the Rev. John Codman, page 59 

22. Letter from the Hon. Daniel Webster to Vans, 59, 60 

23. Letter from Vans to the Rev. John Codman, page , 61 

24. Letter from Vans to Charles R. Codman, page 68 

25. Letter from Vans to Mrs, Catherine Codman ;— * 
with an extract of her husband's wiU^ showing she 
and her children had more of her husband's prop- 
erty than John and Charles Codman, page 71, 72, 73 

26. Letter from John Lowell to C. R. Codman, dated 
March, 1824, page 75 

27. Letter from Richard Codman in Puris, to Vans 

at Hamburg, page .80 

28. Certificate of. I^lomon Strong and W. B. Banis- 
ter, members of Genera] Court, page . , .88 

29. Petition of Vans to the General Court, -^ .87 

30. Letter from Vans to R. G. Amory, . 107, 168 

31. The opinion of the committee of the General 
Court, consisting of lawyers, — said to me, you do 
not want permission of the General Court to have 
a trial ; you prove fra^d^ — ^that is not barred or 
outflowed; you can go into court when you please* 106 

32. Extract of the Bill of Rights and Constitution, p. 31 

33. The fifth and sixth allegation made hf Stephen 
Codman and heirs, page . . . . 52, 53, 54 

34. Vans's review of liowell's two letters, p. 78, 79 to 85 

35. Vans's conversation at Paris with John Codman, d4 

36. Letter fi^m William Vans to Sl^hen Codman 
and all the Codman lamily, dated 30th Ju>, 1827, 109 

Bedieation^ page ^ . - %»*fc * ^** 
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